Although the ultimate need for an organization stronger than the United Nations must be 
clear to any thoughtful observer, the question of what type of organization is realistically 
possible at the present time is the real issue .... There is no indication that American public 
opinion, for example, would approve the establishment of a super state, or permit American 
membership in it. In other words, time -- a long time -- will be needed before world government 
is politically feasible. 


-- ALLEN W. DULLES, 
BEATRICE PITNEY LAMB (1946) 


[I]f we enter into this treaty, we take the power away from the Congress, and the 
President can send troops all over the world to fight battles everywhere. If you say that is the 
policy of this country, I say the American people will never support any senator or representative 
who advocates that policy .... 

-- SENATOR BURTON WHEELER (1945) 
Senate debate over U.S. 
entry into the United Nations 


[T]he "house of world order" will have to be built from the bottom up rather than from 
the top down .... [A]n end run around national sovereignty, eroding it piece by piece, will 
accomplish much more than the old-fashioned frontal assault. 

-- RICHARD N. GARDNER 
Foreign Affairs (April 1974) 


The Trilateralist-CFR, Wall Street-Big Business elite: the neo-conservative intellectuals 
who dominate the think tanks and op-ed pages; the Old Left, with its one-world, collective 
security, UN uber alles dream: All have come together behind the "new world order." Everyone 
is on board, or so it seems. But out there, trying to break through is the old, authentic voice of 
American patriotism, of nationalism, of America First, saying, hell, no, we won't go. 

-- PATRICK BUCHANAN (1990) 


If UNESCO is attacked on the grounds that it is helping to prepare the world's peoples for 
world government, then it is an error to burst forth with apologetic statements and denials .... 
When faced with such a "charge," let us by all means affirm it from the housetops. 

-- Saturday Review editorial (1952) 


The United Nations hopes and plans -- or, more accurately, the /nsiders, the 
Conspiratorial bosses above it, hope and plan for it -- to use population controls, ecological or 
environmental controls, controls over scientific and technological developments, control over the 
arms and military strength of individual nations, control over education, control over health, and 
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all the controls it can gradually establish under all of the different excuses for international 
jurisdiction that it can devise. These variegated separate controls are to become components of 
the gradually materializing total control that it expects to achieve .... 

-- ROBERT WELCH, 1970 


The United Nations represents not a final stage in the development of world order, but 
only a primitive stage. Therefore its primary task is to create the conditions which will make 
possible a more highly developed organization. 

-- JOHN FOSTER DULLES (1950) 


The United Nations has become a trap. Let's go it alone. 
-- SENATOR ROBERT TAFT 


A world effectively controlled by the United Nations is one in which "world government" 
would come about through the establishment of supranational institutions, characterized by 
mandatory universal membership and some ability to employ physical force. Effective control 
would thus entail a preponderance of political power in the hands of a supranational 
organization. 

-- LINCOLN P. BLOOMFIELD 
A World Effectively Controlled 
By the United Nations (1962) 
State Dept. financed study 


An organization powerful enough to enforce world peace would also be powerful enough 
to enforce world tyranny. No organization should be granted that amount of power -- but 
especially not the UN. 

-- The John Birch Society (1991) 


FRONT PAGE Bush or Clinton: The "Choice" That Is No 


Choice at All 
Robert W. Lee 


President George Bush and challenger Bill Clinton are both left-handed, but their sinister 
similarity does not end there. Despite Mr. Bush's attempt to once again portray himself as a 
tight-fisted conservative, his actual record in one important area after another, from 
internationalism to tax-and-spend policy to gun control, differs from Governor Clinton's 
primarily in style, not substance; in pace, not direction. Our two major political parties have once 
again given us a "choice" that is no choice at all as regards the prospect of actually reversing our 
descent into socialism, insolvency, and surrender to a new world order. 

Establishment Ties 

Perhaps the most significant similarity between George Bush and Bill Clinton is their 
connections with such powerful Establishment organizations as the Council on Foreign Relations 
(CFR) and Trilateral Commission (TC). As recently noted by syndicated columnist Ken 
Adelman, who is himself a member of the CFR, "Both are mainline internationalists in foreign 
affairs. Though there's no comparison on experience, Mr. Bush having gobs and Mr. Clinton 
having nil, there's a neat convergence of views. Both reject the isolationists in their parties ... to 
assume standard Establishment views on U.S. policies abroad." 

Governor Clinton joined the CFR in 1989 and is listed as a member of the Trilateral 
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Commission on the organization's April 1991 roster. President Bush joined the CFR in 1971, 
became a director in 1977, and enrolled in the TC at about the same time. He then dropped out of 
both organizations in 1979, apparently to remove a potential political albatross prior to his 1980 
presidential bid. 

But his resignations have not served to sever ties with members of these Insider 
organizations. According to the CFR's Annual Report for the year ending June 30, 1991, 382 of 
the organization's 2,790 members (nearly 14 percent of the total) were serving as U.S. 
government officials. 

During the 1980 presidential primaries, George Bush berated Ronald Reagan's 
tax-reduction proposals as "voodoo economics" and "economic madness," asserted that it is 
"impossible to stop the growth of government," endorsed the Equal Rights Amendment, and said 
of the Supreme Court's abortionist Roe v. Wade decision, "I happen to think it was right." 
Nevertheless, after Mr. Reagan secured the GOP nomination he shocked conservatives by 
selecting George Bush as his running mate. Why he did so remains a mystery, but Mr. Bush had 
powerful friends who may have played a role. U.S. News & World Report for May 28, 1979 
revealed, for instance, that even though Mr. Bush was not then among the top three front-runners 
for the GOP presidential nomination, "New York GOP leaders are passing word that the 
Rockefellers, starting with banker David, are ready to pitch support to George Bush as the 
presidential candidate whose views most closely approach those of the late Nelson Rockefeller." 

Because both Mr. Clinton and Mr. Bush are well connected to the Establishment, it is to 
be expected that both would pursue the same internationalist, socialist agenda, and that each 
would fill his Administration with the same type of individuals from the CFR/TC elites. 

On September 17, 1992, an article by Winston Lord, identified as "U.S. ambassador to 
[Red] China from 1985 to 1989," appeared in Salt Lake City's Deseret News and other 
newspapers. Lord claimed that the United Nations "deserves major U.S. support as a chief 
mechanism for the pursuit of collective security goals." The biographical blurb accompanying 
the article mentioned that Mr. Lord is "a likely choice for national security advisor if Bill Clinton 
wins in November." From 1977 to 1985 Lord was president of the CFR, and remains a member. 

President Bush's national security advisor, Brent Scowcroft, also belongs to the CFR. On 
September 19th, retired Admiral William J. Crowe, Jr., who served as chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff in the Bush and Reagan Administrations, endorsed Bill Clinton. Crowe is a 
director of the CFR. The current Joint Chiefs chairman, General Colin Powell, is in the Bush 
camp. He, too, belongs to the CFR. 

The bases, one might say, are covered. 

Domestic Disarmament 

This year's Democratic and Republican national platforms differ substantively on the 
issue of gun control. Democratic delegates endorsed a "waiting period to permit background 
checks for purchases of handguns, as well as assault weapons controls to ban the possession, 
sale, importation and manufacture of the most deadly assault weapons." 

In contrast, the GOP platform asserts, "Republicans defend the constitutional right to 
keep and bear arms" and notes that "those who seek to disarm citizens in their homes are the 
same liberals who tried to disarm our nation during the Cold War...." 

Governor Clinton's personal record is consistent with the anti-gun spirit of his party's 
1992 creed. He has endorsed the Brady (waiting period) bill and boasts of having "taken on" the 
National Rifle Association by vetoing legislation supported by the National Rifle Association. 

President Bush, contrary to the impressive phrasing of the Republican plank, has 
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compiled an incredible record of duplicity on the gun issue. As a congressman from Texas in 
1968, he voted for that year's draconian Gun Control Act. But in 1985, with his eye presumably 
on the 1988 presidential race and the potential votes of gun owners, he bought a lifetime 
membership in the NRA. He wrote to the NRA during the campaign, pledging to oppose "federal 
licensing, gun registration, background checks or a ban on firearms." 

Once in office, he broke three of those four assurances by issuing an executive order 
banning the importation of 43 military-style semiautomatic rifles, endorsing a crime bill that 
called for the registration of rifle and pistol magazines capable of holding more than 15 rounds, 
and backing a five-day version of the Brady bill. 

The "Arts" 

Both President Bush and Governor Clinton support the National Endowment for the Arts, 
an agency which should be abolished on grounds that the Constitution does not authorize the 
federal government to fund the arts. In recent years, however, the NEA has come under 
conservative fire largely due to its penchant for routing tax dollars to smutty and sacrilegious 
"artists." The Republican platform, sidestepping the constitutional question, condemns "the use 
of public funds to subsidize obscenity and blasphemy masquerading as art." 

In contrast, the Democratic platform, signaling a continuation of tax-supported sleaze, 
declares, "We believe in public support for the arts, including a National Endowment for the Arts 
that is free from political manipulation and firmly rooted in the First Amendment's freedom of 
expression guarantee." Bill Clinton has confirmed that he will "strongly support and will defend 
freedom of speech and artistic expression" at the NEA. 

It was President Bush who appointed John E. Frohnmayer to chair the NEA in 1989, then 
brushed off conservative outrage until February of this election year as Frohnmayer approved 
and defended NEA funding of such degrading trash as a picture of Jesus Christ submerged in 
"artist" Andres Serrano's urine, a film entitled Jesus Christ Condom, the disgusting works of 
photographer Robert Mapplethorpe, the pornographic productions of Karen Finley, the "lesbian 
desire" antics of Holly Hughes, a "Wigstock" convention of transvestites, and other bizarre 
masterpieces too numerous (and graphic) to list here. When Frohnmayer finally submitted his 
"resignation" under pressure on February 21st, President Bush praised his "integrity," after which 
Frohnmayer addressed a National Press Club luncheon and portrayed his critics as neo-Nazis. 

Frohnmayer's successor, Anne-Imelda Radice, has vetoed a number of seamy projects, 
but the Washington Times for July 2, 1992 reported that Radice, "who pledged an end to support 
for sexually explicit art, yesterday announced $63 million in awards, including grants for groups 
that had projects rejected earlier because of sexual content." 

Gay Nineties 

The Republican platform opposes "efforts by the Democratic Party to include sexual 
preference as a protected minority receiving preferential status under civil rights statutes at the 
federal, state and local level," and also assails "any legislation or law that legally recognizes 
same-sex marriages and allows such couples to adopt children or provide foster care." 

In sharp contrast, the Democrats would "provide civil rights protection for gay men and 
lesbians and an end to Defense Department discrimination," a position which has attracted a 
number of endorsements of Governor Clinton by homosexual and lesbian organizations. 

Overlooked are the many contributions which the Bush Administration has made to the 
cause of homosexual "rights." Mr. Bush was, for example, the first President to invite 
homosexual and lesbian activists to the White House for a bill signing. The bill, signed on April 
23, 1990, was the so-called "hate crimes" bill; it was a stepping stone toward the very sort of 
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special status for gays and lesbians that the GOP platform condemns. 

Writing in the Washington Times for September 4, 1992, syndicated columnist Clarence 
Page recalled that "first lady Barbara Bush scored more points" for the Administration "by 
writing a letter in support of the family support group Parents and Friends of Lesbians and Gays 
(PFLAG)." And Vice President Quayle, during a recent television interview, even boasted: "We 
are the ones that have implemented a nondiscrimination policy when it comes to gays and 
lesbians. That is our Administration's record, and we are proud of that record." 

"Who Do You Trust?" 

During his acceptance address at the Republican convention on August 20th, President 
Bush established the theme "Who do you trust in this election?" as a centerpiece of his reelection 
effort. It begs the question of whether any politician should be trusted. Nevertheless, there are 
issues that assist us in evaluating whether George Bush and Bill Clinton are men of principle or 
merely confidence men. 

The China Card: As far back as his first ill-fated campaign for the Senate in 1964, 
George Bush worked to attract conservative support by declaring, "If Red China should be 
admitted to the U.N., then the U.N. is hopeless and we should withdraw." But in 1971 (the year 
he joined the CFR), as our ambassador to the UN, he helped grease the skids for Red China's 
entry into the world body, and in 1974 he accepted appointment as chief of the U.S. liaison office 
in Beijing. 

Fifteen years later, after the Red Chinese massacred and arrested protesting students in 
Tiananmen Square on June 4, 1989, President Bush suspended all high-level contacts between 
U.S. and Red China to protest the crackdown. But a few months later, it was revealed that 
National Security Advisor Scowcroft and then-Deputy (currently acting) Secretary of State 
Lawrence Eagleburger had secretly visited Red China in July, only one month after the 
Tiananmen Square bloodbath. The disclosure provoked a wave of criticism of the 
Administration's duplicitous Red China policy, which was aimed at publicly pacifying the 
American citizenry while working behind the scenes to placate Red China's despotic regime. 

The Draft: Governor Clinton has been rather evasive and deceitful regarding his military 
status during the Vietnam War. Most draft-age men did not serve in Vietnam and were not even 
called into service during the Vietnam era. There were many avenues for legally avoiding the 
draft, and Clinton was not the only one who employed one or more of them. 

But in Clinton's case, his explanation of what transpired during that period has changed 
with each new revelation. He claimed, for instance, that his draft board granted him no special 
favors, until it was revealed that an influential relative had lobbied the draft board on his behalf, 
resulting in a ten and one-half month delay in his pre-induction physical that enabled him to 
begin his studies in England. 

Similarly, he received an induction notice in the spring of 1969 while studying at Oxford 
University as a Rhodes Scholar, but did not reveal that fact until April 4th of this year after 
reporters presented irrefutable evidence. He then claimed that he had not mentioned it earlier 
because it was not sufficiently important to bring up. 

Clinton received a draft deferment by enrolling in the ROTC program at the University of 
Arkansas (a program in which he later admitted he had no real interest). He later asked to be 
made eligible for the draft when it was virtually certain that there would be no further call-ups 
during the year. On December 1, 1969, he received a high number in the draft lottery, assuring 
that he would not be drafted, and two days later wrote to the director of the ROTC program 
asking that he be dropped from the program rather than be required to fulfill the commitment on 
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which his deferment had been based. In that letter, he thanked the director "for saving me from 
the draft." 

When asked by a reporter in February of this year if he had known his lottery number 
prior to asking to be dropped from the ROTC program, he claimed that he had not. But how 
could this have been true if he considered himself "saved" from the draft when he wrote his letter 
two days later? 

Read Their Lips: It was during his acceptance speech at the Republican convention on 
August 18, 1988 that nominee George Bush made his now-notorious no-new-tax pledge to the 
American people. His exact words were: "I'm the one who will not raise taxes .... And my 
opponent won't rule out raising taxes. But I will and the Congress will push me to raise taxes, 
and I'll say no, and they'll push, and I'll say no, and they'll push again. And I'll say to them: Read 
my lips, no new taxes." That promise became a crucial linchpin for Republican candidates across 
the country and was the key issue that differentiated many from "tax and spend" Democrats. 

But on June 26, 1990, the President pulled the rug out from under them by reneging on 
his word and publicly proclaiming that the size of the deficit and the need for a budget package 
that he and Congress could accept required, among other things, "tax revenue increases." At this 
year's convention, he lamely explained: "Two years ago, I made a bad call on the Democrats! tax 
increase. I underestimated Congress's addiction to taxes. With my back against the wall, I agreed 
to a hard bargain: One tax increase one time, in return for the toughest spending limits ever." 

Never mind that a tax increase was considered essential by the President as well as by 
congressional Democrats. Never mind that the budget agreement did not entail merely "one tax 
increase one time," but rather a cornucopia of tax and fee hikes (over 70 altogether) on such 
items as gasoline, cigarettes, alcoholic beverages, airline tickets, and certain luxury items, 
accompanied by provisions increasing the wage level to which the Medicare payroll tax applies 
and hiking the income tax for high-income individuals and couples. 

Opponents of the overall tax increase (by some estimates the largest in U.S. history) 
warned that it would send the economy into a tailspin. While Congress agreed to cut two dollars 
in spending for every dollar raised in new taxes, spending instead jumped by $1.78 for every new 
dollar in taxes. That result was roughly consistent with a widely-publicized 1987 Republican 
congressional staff study that found, based on 40 years of data (1947-1986), that a "one dollar 
increase in taxes, other factors held constant, is estimated to lead to a 58 cent increase in the 
deficit, meaning a $1.58 increase in spending." In political terms, the phenomenon is easily 
explained: Tax increases lose votes which can be bought back with increased spending. The 
President simply cannot claim ignorance of this clearly-established trend documented by his own 
party. 

The 1990 deal, Americans were told, would reduce the federal deficit by $500 billion 
from 1991-1995, but recent figures released by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) 
indicate that the agreement instead helped to raise the 1991-1995 deficit by $707.8 billion. 
Heritage Foundation budget specialist Daniel Mitchell pointed out that, instead of reducing 
spending by $325 billion over five years as promised, the agreement raised projected 1991-95 
spending by $179.8 billion. And instead of bringing in $175 billion in additional revenue for the 
period, the Bush-backed tax increase brought in $528.5 billion less than would have been the 
case with no tax increase at all, since it lost three dollars of projected revenue for every one 
dollar it was supposed to generate. "In every possible way," Mitchell concluded, "the 1990 
budget deal has failed. Rather than control spending, cut the deficit, and re-ignite the economy, 
the 1990 budget agreement has led to accelerating spending, a surge in red ink, and economic 
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stagnation." 

Following his first election as governor in 1978, Bill Clinton raised the gasoline tax and 
automobile licensing fees to finance road improvements. Public resentment over the increases 
played a major role in his defeat in 1980. When he ran again in 1982, he (like President Bush this 
year) apologized on television for having raised taxes. Voters gave him the second chance he 
asked for, after which he backed the first increase in the state sales tax in more than 25 years to 
finance an education reform program. During his 1986 reelection campaign he pledged not to 
raise taxes, but subsequently did so. When he was running again in 1990, he insisted that "only 
three significant taxes have been imposed since 1983," including hikes in the cigarette, gasoline, 
and sales taxes. But the Arkansas Democrat newspaper subsequently catalogued more than 50 
tax laws enacted during Clinton administrations between 1979 and 1987, including 31 new laws 
raising individual and business taxes. 

It is clear from their records that George Bush and Bill Clinton have both made and 
broken solemn promises. 

Presidential Record 

During an address to the Detroit Economic Club on September 10th of this year, 
President Bush asserted that "my direction is clear, I want to spend less and tax less," while "my 
opponent wants to spend more and tax more." There is little question that he is right about his 
opponent, but what is his own record to date? The Washington Times, which has editorially 
endorsed the President for reelection, summarized the Bush years on September 13th. Here are 
some highlights: 

* In 1988, candidate Bush declared: "My mission is: 30 million jobs in the next eight 
years," to be accomplished by, among other things, "keeping government spending down, and by 
keeping taxes down." After three and one-half years, only about one million additional jobs have 
been created. 

¢ The national economy has grown only 2.7 percent in real terms, compared with 14 
percent during President Reagan's second term and 10 percent during his first term. 

* Domestic spending has increased by about 8.7 percent during each year of the Bush 
Administration, while annual deficits have swelled from $152 billion to this year's estimated 
$333.5 billion. 

* Per capita federal taxes have risen from $3,709 to $4,423. 

¢ Spending by the Departments of Labor and Health and Human Services has increased 
more than 63 percent (not counting Social Security), and the President's fiscal 1993 budget calls 
for spending increases of more than ten percent for the Departments of Education, Housing and 
Urban Development, Justice, Treasury, and State. 

* The proposed fiscal 1993 budget includes increases beyond inflation for all domestic 
spending programs, with only defense targeted for cutbacks. 

¢ During Mr. Bush's first two years, the wave of new federal regulatory edicts swamped 
the economy with an additional $5.7 billion in costs, while 57 pending regulations (mostly 
related to the Bush-backed Clean Air Act of 1990) are estimated by the OMB "to increase the 
compliance burden on the private sector by at least $15 billion per year." 

¢ The Americans with Disabilities Act, which the President enthusiastically signed last 
year, will, according to budget experts, cost the economy at least another $30 billion to $35 
billion. 

The President would have us believe that the "gridlock" Democratic Congress has tied his 
hands and is largely responsible for this dismal record. But Stephen Moore, director of fiscal 
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policy studies at the CATO Institute, rejects that contention, noting that, while Congress is 
indeed out of control, "Bush has been requesting big budget increases" and has yet to veto a 
single spending bill because it cost too much. As a result, economist Daniel Mitchell notes, 
domestic spending adjusted for inflation during the last three years "has grown 13 times faster 
than under Ronald Reagan and more than twice as fast as under Jimmy Carter." 

During a speech in Illinois on July 21, 1992, Governor Clinton asserted: "Insanity is 
doing the same thing over and over again and expecting a different result." Presumably, that 
could include voting in one presidential election after another for the internationalists and 
domestic collectivists perpetually fielded by the major parties. 


REVIEW OF THE NEWS 


A Euroskeptical "Oui" 

Following a week of convulsions in European monetary markets exacerbated by a 
Bundesbank cut in Germany's relatively high interest rates, a French referendum narrowly 
affirmed by a 51 to 49 percent margin the unity pact known as the Maastrict Treaty, which aims 
at a monetary and eventual political union in Europe. The slim difference between the "oui" and 
the "non" votes, however, should not be interpreted as any mandate. Indicative of the confusion 
was the fact that 20 percent of those who voted for the treaty did so, they said, because they 
feared a resurgence in Germany, yet 40 percent of the opponents gave the identical reason for 
their votes. 

A huge propaganda push by socialist politicians, foreign leaders, and Eurocrats in favor 
of unity still left more than 49 percent of the French voters unconvinced. Yet, according to Le 
Monde, if just the legislators had voted on the treaty more than 80 percent would have been in 
favor. 

All 12 European Community states must ratify the pact for it to take effect, and it is now 
generally believed to have been at least delayed. Indeed, since the Danes defeated the treaty they 
are being asked to vote again in mid-June, according to an announcement by Danish Prime 
Minister Poul Schluter. Denmark's Foreign Minister Uffe Ellemann-Jensen acknowledged: 
"Europe and European cooperation will never be the same again." The idea of a currency union 
has faltered badly. Germany's Die Welt, for example, called for full renegotiation of the treaty, 
saying, "There must be no single currency." 

Just because Europhoria has been quashed does not mean that the push for regional and 
world government is buried. A fall-back position is evolving: Two tiers of countries and speeds -- 
those with hard currencies (Germany, Denmark, Belgium, the Netherlands, Luxembourg, and 
possibly France), and the second-tier nations with softer currencies (Britain, Ireland, Italy, 
Spain, Portugal and Greece). This won't be easy either. Italy, for instance, faces an "austerity" 
program in order to get its economy in line with Europe -- including the drastic reduction of 
pensions, the loss of "free" health care for millions of Italians, and the five-fold increase in 
registration costs for a Rolls-Royce to $7,500. 

Yugoslav Developments 

By an overwhelming vote, the UN General Assembly expelled Yugoslavia from its seat, 
blaming the government in Belgrade for its support of Serbian aggressors in Bosnia and 
Hercegovina. Yugoslavia, now consisting only of Serbia and Montenegro, is the first country to 
be so expelled from the General Assembly, which said that Belgrade could no longer 
automatically claim the spot previously held by the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. 

The same week, the U.S. government was informed that "as many as 3,000" Muslims 
were killed in May and June at Serbian-run prison camps in Bosnia. The evidence of the mass 
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killings was turned over to the United Nations -- detailing, according to a State Department 
spokesman, "allegations of willful killing, torture of prisoners, abuse of civilians in detention 
centers, deliberate attacks on non-combatants" as well as "mass forcible expulsion and 
deportation of civilians -- ethnic cleansing." 

Bush for Stronger UN 

President George Bush, in an address to the United Nations General Assembly, pledged 
support for expanded UN peacekeeping operations, saying he welcomed the call of 
Secretary-General Boutros Boutros-Ghali "for a new agenda to strengthen the United Nations 
ability to prevent, contain, and resolve conflict across the globe." Logistical and intelligence 
support was offered for international peacekeeping, as well as making available for multinational 
training the facilities at Fort Dix, New Jersey, where basic training for regular U.S. Army troops 
recently ended. The President also told the UN on September 21st that he has directed "the 
establishment of a permanent peacekeeping curriculum in United States military schools," but 
stopped short of offering American ground troops for UN operations. 

In June, the secretary-general's Agenda for Peace called for UN members to designate 
troops to be kept on standby for use by the Security Council. Democratic candidate Bill Clinton 
stated in August that he supports "a new voluntary UN rapid deployment force" for 
peacekeeping, while Mr. Bush told the UN that members "as always, must retain the final 
decision on the use of their troops." 

In related stories, UN Secretary-General Boutros-Ghali said the "new danger which will 
appear in the world in the next 10 years is more fragmentation" of countries, which could lead to 
the creation of up to 400 nations by the end of the century. A solution to protect minorities, he 
said, is "offering the [strongest] machinery possible to defend human rights," including more 
Security Council action. 

Separately, the European Community gave a guarded endorsement to deploying United 
Nations peacekeeping troops before fighting breaks out, including stationing such forces in 
countries fearing invasion. Speaking for the European Community nations, British Foreign 
Secretary Douglas Hurd said "preventative diplomacy" is "less costly in terms of lives and cash." 

Globaloney is costly, however, to national sovereignty. Why should the U.S. commander 
in chief be offering to transport, equip, house, and train on an American military base the troops 
of a hostile foreign power? For that is exactly what the UN's New Blue Army represents. 

POWs Left in Indochina 

Three former Defense secretaries in the Nixon Administration testified that when 
American forces were withdrawn from Vietnam the U.S. government was aware that GIs were 
unaccounted for and were left behind in Southeast Asia. Under questioning by the Senate Select 
Committee on POW/MIA Affairs, former secretaries Melvin Laird, James Schlesinger, and Elliot 
Richardson all testified that Washington was aware that Hanoi had broken its pledge to account 
for American servicemen and that, even in 1973 when President Nixon said all prisoners were on 
their way home, the contention that all prisoners were returned was not supported by the 
evidence. 

Taking a more offensive tack in his testimony was former Nixon National Security 
Advisor Henry Kissinger, who called it a "flat-out lie" that the U.S. knowingly abandoned 
servicemen. Yet, admitted Kissinger, North Vietnam was "certainly capable" of withholding 
such men, saying the blame of any prisoners unaccounted for should fall with the government in 
Hanoi. "We did receive some reports alleging that live Americans were still in Indochina," 
acknowledged Kissinger, who also blamed the anti-war movement, media, and Congress for 
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undercutting leverage with Hanoi in obtaining an accounting. 

Of all things, Kissinger alleged that sparing the families was a consideration in 
classifying those reported in the hands of the communists as "missing" rather than as "prisoner." 
The word games about which reports were "confirmed" were particularly cruel since often as 
much was known about those that were returned as those who were not. Once the sophistry had 
begun, the deception became set. For example, the service secretaries in 1973 wanted Defense 
Secretary William Clements to classify those who were known to have been alive in captivity as 
"prisoner," rather than "missing in action," but this was repeatedly denied because President 
Nixon had announced there were no more prisoners. 

Brutality from Stalin Era 

Mass graves with some 12,500 bodies were uncovered by German investigators at the site 
of former Soviet camps in what was East Germany. Under the earth at the prison camp at 
Sachsenhausen, north of Berlin, for instance, bodies were stacked more than 15 feet high. Such 
camps run by the Soviets between 1945 and 1950, supposedly for the enemies of the communist 
government, were the locations of some 65,000 deaths, according to the German government. 

The dead uncovered in late September were mostly children, adolescents, and elderly, 
said to have perished from starvation, exposure, and disease, though some showed evidence of 
being beaten to death. The communists in East Germany had memorials built in such places as 
Sachsenhausen and Buchenwald, in honor of those killed by the Nazis -- all the while ignoring 
the fact that the Reds subsequently used the sites of the labor camps as military prison camps. 

Evidence of further Stalinesque brutality has been found in Soviet archives. Josef Stalin 
himself, according to files delivered to U.S. authorities by General Dmitri Volkkogonov, advised 
Red China's dictator Mao Tse-tung and North Korean tyrant Kim Il-sung to hold back one-fifth 
of all U.S. prisoners of war captured during the Korean War, to be used as bargaining chips after 
all others had ostensibly been returned. The Russians released information about two Americans 
killed in the Gulag in the 1940s, but did not satisfy U.S. Ambassador Malcolm Toon on the fate 
of other Americans. Toon cited evidence of American POWs who were "taken from Korea, 
interrogated and imprisoned [in the Soviet Union]. Russians saw them in the camps." 

Businesses Shut by Riots 

A major survey of the 1,700 damaged businesses in the south central and Koreatown 
areas of Los Angeles indicated that more than 40 percent of those affected in the April dots have 
closed permanently. Dun & Bradstreet's assessment found the failure rate to be twice as great as 
expected. Only about 25 percent of those who responded to the survey were fully insured; 19 
percent were insured for less than 50 percent of damage incurred; and 18 percent had no 
insurance. 

Yes, but some say: What about the silver lining? What about the vaunted truce between 
the gangs? In fact, says a spokesman for the Los Angeles Police Department, "there never was 
any gang truce, never at all. The violence continues and might even have increased since the 
riots." What happened is that two of 15 gangs, the Bloods and the Crips, came to an 
accommodation and curtailed killing one another, but have continued to be heavily involved in 
crime and have declared a mutual "open season" on police officers. 

Japanese Mob and Politicians 

The most influential politician in Japan, kingmaker Shin Kanemaru, is reportedly among 
those accused by government prosecutors of receiving $4 million dollars in illegal political 
"contributions" from a trucking company headed by mobsters and, in addition, using the 
gangsters to quiet right-wing protesters. The names of those under investigation have not been 
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officially released, but have been widely reported to include the 78-year-old Kanemaru, a man 
held to have been the power behind the installation of the last four Japanese prime ministers. The 
leader of the most powerful faction of the Liberal Democratic Party, Kanemaru has agreed to pay 
a fine of $1,700 -- but it remains to be seen whether this plea-bargaining will stop the inquiry 
that threatens the government of Prime Minister Kiichi Miyazawa. 
Doctors Prescribe Controls 

The American College of Physicians, the country's largest medical-speciality society, 
announced it is backing government regulation of doctor and hospital fees in order to cut medical 
costs. The government-controlled cap endorsed by the group is very similar to the plan pushed 
by Governor Bill Clinton, bringing praise from the camp of the Democratic candidate and 
criticism from both the Bush campaign and the American Medical Association. Two years ago, 
the American College of Physicians broke with the medical mainstream and came out in favor of 
universal access to comprehensive health care, a goal now shared by the AMA. 

Somehow one is reminded of Oscar Wilde's aphorism: "In this world there are only two 
tragedies. One is not getting what one wants, and the other is getting it." 

-- WILLIAM P. HOAR 


NATION Oregon's Morality 
Measure 

Much to the shock and dismay of the Establishment in Oregon, a group called the Oregon 
Citizens Alliance (OCA) has succeeded in placing on the ballot a proposed amendment to the 
state constitution intended to discourage sexual deviance. 

The summary of the initiative, which is called Ballot Measure 9, states: 

All governments in Oregon may not use their monies or properties to promote, 

encourage, or facilitate homosexuality, pedophilia, sadism or masochism. All 

levels of government, including public education systems, must assist in setting a 

standard for Oregon's youth which recognizes that these "behaviors" are 

"abnormal, wrong, unnatural and perverse" and that they are to be discouraged 

and avoided. [The] State may not recognize this conduct under "sexual 

preference" labels or through "quotas, minority status, affirmative action or 

similar concepts." 

Predictable Opposition 

In predictable fashion, supporters of the measure have been targeted by the activist Left. 
The New York Times notes, "Most of the state's political establishment, as well as the major 
newspapers and religious organizations, have come out strongly against Ballot Measure 9." 
Business and convention groups have announced plans to boycott Oregon should the state 
deliver a politically incorrect vote on Measure 9. 

Media celebrities have converged upon Oregon to raise money and support for the 
anti-Measure 9 coalition. Roseanne Arnold, Lily Tomlin, and Faye Dunaway organized a 
fund-raising dinner at which donations of one hundred dollars a plate were given to the effort to 
defeat Measure 9. 

Nor is opposition limited to the predictable sources. William F. Buckley, Jr. announced 
his opposition to Measure 9 in a syndicated column published on September 13th, writing that 
the measure illustrated "the extraordinary lengths to which some anti-gay militants are ready to 
go." 

Measure 9 is a response by traditionalist citizens in Oregon to numerous presumptuous 
acts on the part of the state government. In its 1991 session, the Oregon legislature 
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overwhelmingly approved SB 708, a pro-homosexuality measure introduced by a leftist coalition 
that included such groups as the ACLU and the Lesbian Community Project. The measure adds 
"sexual orientation" to the list of protected categories (such as race, religion, gender, and national 
origin) on the basis of which it is illegal to discriminate in employment and housing. Under the 
law, Oregonians who act upon the belief that homosexuality is a sin will suffer sanctions at the 
hands of the state. 

The state's public school system is polluted with an "AIDS Awareness" curriculum that 
bears the unmistakable signatures of Planned Parenthood and the Sex Information and Education 
Council of the United States (SIECUS). On April 23rd and 24th, the state implemented a 
National Education Association-designed curriculum called "Affording Equal Opportunity to 
Gay and Lesbian Students through Teaching and Counselling." The curriculum, which is in place 
in every school district in Oregon, is, in effect, a homosexual recruiting program. 

These developments occurred without a mandate from the Oregon electorate. The Albany 
Democrat-Herald newspaper observes, "Popular opposition seems to have nothing to do with 
legislative action on this topic. Gay rights are not favored by two-thirds of Oregon voters, yet 
two-thirds of the Senate voted to impose that doctrine on the whole state and all its inhabitants." 
The OCA initiative represents an effort by Oregonians to vindicate their rights to representative 
government. 

The Portland Plan 

For mainstream Oregonians, the future of their state can be seen in Portland. In August 
1991, the Portland City Council took the vanguard role in developing "diversity" policies, 
releasing a manifesto entitled Portland Future Focus -- a schematic for the city's absorption into 
the "Global Village." Among the goals listed in the document is the elimination of "bigotry," 
which includes the rejection of homosexuality as a valid sexual "orientation." The strategic plan 
proposes the reeducation of Portland residents who resist "diversity": "We must make a 
concerted effort to alter those attitudes about differences which create ill will and conflict." 

The "action plan" included in Portland Future Focus mandates the creation of "watch 
dog groups" composed of members from the various "diversity constituencies" (which includes, 
of course, homosexual "rights" agitators). These groups will monitor implementation of the 
Focus recommendations and lobby for the passage of additional city and county ordinances 
prohibiting "discrimination." 

"Cultural and social diversity training programs" for the public and private sectors, and 
complementary curricula for public schools, are to be developed and implemented. Revised 
affirmative action plans are to be enacted. "Mediators" empowered to intervene in situations of 
"discrimination" are to be deployed in the community. 

Portland's Focus document candidly calls for the creation of a state-supervised media 
cartel: "The leaders of the city and the media must assume a strong role in promoting the benefits 
of living in a pluralistic society." Media elites are instructed to establish "a media council to 
generate a media code of conduct regarding diversity and to review media coverage to ensure 
that it features diversity and is fair to all groups." There are also carefully laid plans for the 
"spontaneous" emergence of popular support for the "diversity" guidelines; the document calls 
for the creation of "a visible, popular mainstream movement ... that is committed to building an 
open community that values diversity..." 

David Hardisty learned that the Oregon media cartel is adamant about "diversity," and it 
will abide no contrary opinions. Until September 2nd, Hardisty was a chaplain at Eastmoreland 
hospital in Portland; on the morning of that day he was presented with a resignation form and 
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forced to sign it. 
Attitude of Intolerance 

Hardisty's offense was to contribute one hundred dollars to the OCA in 1991. A reporter 
for the Portland Oregonian newspaper obtained a list of OCA contributors from the state 
government; from this list and other sources he obtained Hardisty's name and occupation. He 
called the chaplain at his home and asked him to explain his reasons for contributing to OCA. In 
a radio interview on KOPE radio in Medford, Hardisty said after his forced resignation, "I had 
heard many people talking about OCA as if it was their idea that homosexuality is wrong." In 
remarks that were made "on background" and not for quotation, Hardisty had explained to the 
Oregonian reporter that homosexuality is identified by the Bible as an unambiguous sin: "Those 
who practice that particular life-style are not going to see the Kingdom of Heaven, Plainly, 
people who live according to that lifestyle are thumbing their noses at God." 

In making his comments, Hardisty specified that he was not speaking as a representative 
of the hospital. In his work as a chaplain, Hardisty never broached the subject of Measure 9 with 
either patients or co-workers. 

However, when the Oregonian story was published on August 30th Hardisty's name was 
printed, along with that of the hospital; the names and home towns of other OCA contributors 
were also published. As Hardisty said later on KOPE, "I thought this was interesting, because 
there are a lot of people [who oppose OCA] talking about privacy." The hospital was deluged 
with angry calls (perhaps orchestrated by "watchdog groups") -- some of them expressed threats 
against the hospital. 

Hardisty received an indignant call from the hospital administrator, who told him to stay 
away from the hospital until September 2nd, when he was to attend a meeting of his supervisors. 
At that meeting, Hardisty was presented with a resignation form and instructed to sign it. Apart 
from the controversy over the OCA donation, Hardisty's record was exemplary. 

On KOPE radio, Hardisty stated, "I'm a Chaplain, and my purpose is to deal with matters 
of sin and salvation and eternal life. That's why I'm a target .... The militant homosexuals have a 
manifesto that says they are out to destroy anybody in public life who stands against them." 
Hardisty's experience foreshadows future conflicts for faithful Christians and Orthodox Jews as 
the State enlarges its power to compel fealty to the idol of "diversity." 

The media-government collusion mandated in the Portland Future Focus document was 
visible in the David Hardisty affair. The front-page feature that identified OCA contributors ran 
parallel to a story about anti-homosexual activities of neo-Nazi "skinheads," thus inviting the 
conclusion that supporters of Measure 9 are little better than violent bigots. This impression was 
fortified by comments from Oregon's governor, in which he explicitly linked OCA and its 
supporters to the German Nazi movement; those remarks provided the lead in the article 
featuring Hardisty. 

Redundant proof of the Oregonian’s intentions is found in the fact that the paper has not 
published a list of contributors to the "No on 9 Committee," OCA's rival. A spokesman for the 
No on 9 Committee has said that its donors are advised to keep their involvement secret. 

Genuine Diversity 

OCA has responded to its critics by condemning violence and hatred as foreign to the 
Judeo-Christian ethic. It is a multi-racial, non-sectarian organization with the declared intention 
of protecting the rights of all citizens. In spite of the diversity that prevails within the OCA, the 
Establishment press has, in utterly predictable fashion, accused the group of "racism." In a press 
release the OCA responded, "Racism is one of the many forms of human weakness in our society 
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[which] like homosexuality, drug abuse and crime, will not realistically be curbed until our 
country once again encourages upright moral character in its citizens." 

The OCA stipulates, "The initiative is not intended to interfere with the constitutional 
rights of anyone, including but not limited to opponents of the measure." The group's statement 
of legislative intent catalogs the organizations that oppose Measure 9, which include Queer 
Nation, ACT-UP, the North American Man-Boy Love Association, and other groups of a similar 
ilk. The OCA asserts, "They have the constitutional right to advocate their views." OCA's 
opponents display no reciprocal respect for free discussion. 

Although opponents of the OCA accuse the group and its allies of suborning "hate 
crimes," little notice has been paid to hate-drenched anti-Christian propaganda distributed in 
Oregon by radical homosexual groups. One flyer threatens, "You burn us, we'll burn you." 
Homosexual "rights" advocates insist that if Measure 9 is passed, homosexuals will lose their 
jobs. Hardisty's experience demonstrates that traditionalists can presently lose their jobs simply 
for expressing unsanctioned opinions, 

Opponents of the OCA declare that the group threatens free speech, but such concerns are 
purely self-serving. During a September 9th television debate on the CNBC cable network, OCA 
Communications Director Scott Lively criticized the Portland Future Focus plan. His opponent, 
Peggy Norman of the No on 9 Committee, bellowed this revealing remark: "You've totally 
misrepresented the council's position and you'll be lucky if they don't sue you for it." The David 
Hardisty incident proves that this is not an empty threat. 

Bob Just, the radio journalist who interviewed David Hardisty after his resignation, asks 
rhetorically of OCA's opponents, "If believing Christians start losing their jobs and even going to 
jail over this issue, are you going to be comfortable living in the new America?" Freedom of 
speech and religion are becoming casualties of the escalating Culture War. 

-- WILLIAM NORMAN GRIGG 


NATION Turning Trash Into 
Energy 

They sit atop the seventh floor of the giant glass and steel flashcube monolith that is the 
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works headquarters in Alhambra, California. Both 
David Yamahara and Alice Chung, engineers for the Waste Management Division, know that a 
crisis is coming, a crisis in the form of an ever-growing mountain of garbage that will in just a 
few years exhaust existing landfills. 

Yamahara and Chung know that a solution is available that could drastically reduce the 
need for landfills, pay for itself, and improve the environment. They know how it has worked 
throughout the country and in other nations. But they do not expect to see it here, at least not in 
time to resolve the present danger. 

Waste-to-Energy Plants 

The solution is a facility that burns garbage at over 2,000 degrees Fahrenheit. The heat is 
then used to produce steam which drives turbines to produce electricity. "The Department of 
Public Works has always advocated waste-to-energy plants," Chung explains, "but we are just a 
planning agency. Only the sanitation districts can establish and operate the plants." But their past 
recommendations have only resulted in ongoing litigation and delays. Yamahara notes, "They 
want to study these alternatives further. I don't think we need any more studies." His impatience 
is easily understood after examining the success of waste-to-energy technology already in place 
across the country, as well as related processes for cleaning and recycling hazardous wastes. 

In March 1987, California's first refuse-to-energy plant opened in the city of Commerce. 
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The project was born in 1981 as a partnership between the city and county sanitation districts. 
County officials managed construction, which began in 1985. Since then the Commerce plant 
has transformed 300 tons of garbage a day into 11.5 megawatts of electricity. The plant uses 1.5 
megawatts, and the rest goes to power an estimated 20,000 homes. The Commerce operation 
yields as daily by-product about 75 tons of ash, a 75 percent reduction in volume of solid waste 
going into landfills. Its annual $9 million operating costs -- $6 million of that in debt service -- 
are 80 percent recovered by the sale of electricity to Southern California Edison. 

Commerce has utilized the most comprehensive system available to eliminate pollution 
emissions from the burning process. More than 99 percent of all sulfur and nitrogen oxides are 
removed from exhaust air through a combination of chemical and filtration processes. Currently 
the Commerce Refuse-to-Energy Authority is working with companies that use the ash 
byproduct, rich in lime, to neutralize toxic acid wastes. 

Since 1989, a second nearby plant, the Southeast Resource Recovery Facility in Long 
Beach, has handled about three times the capacity of the Commerce operation, producing 30 
megawatts of power. But these two plants will handle no more than three percent of the county's 
anticipated daily garbage within the next few years. Over 90 percent of all refuse continues to be 
dumped in the ground. 

Three recent waste-to-energy projects in Los Angeles, Pomona, and Irwindale were all 
scrapped in the face of opposition from Mayor Tom Bradley and local environmentalists. County 
waste management officials are skeptical that further installations will be approved and fear that 
the incredibly stringent air quality standards imposed by a regional government agency, the 
South Coast Air Quality Management District, could shut down the two existing ones. 

Dioxin Scare 

Always with the media on their side, environmental activists have opposed 
waste-to-energy plants based on dioxin emissions, often using purely emotional appeals and 
largely ignoring the facts. 

Dioxin is actually a class of about 75 chemicals. Some are harmless, but others have 
caused cancer in laboratory animals. Dioxin is generated by trash incineration, but scientists 
disagree as to whether it is present in raw garbage or produced during combustion. 

A 1985 study by the American Council on Science and Health found no "evidence of 
long-term adverse health effects" even after extensive human exposure to dioxin during 
industrial accidents. The American Medical Association launched a public campaign in 1983 to 
counter what it called "media-created hysteria" on dioxin exposure. 

Dioxin and other potentially objectionable emission problems have been virtually 
eliminated from today's waste-to-energy operations. Commerce plant manager Ed Wheless, 
speaking of his city's operation, says, "They aren't there. When measured out of the stack, they 
are in parts per trillion. It takes over six hours to collect air samples" that contain enough dioxin 
that can be measured in a laboratory. 

Alice Chung notes that facts like these do not get in the way of hostile attacks at public 
hearings on proposed plant projects. "They don't care about those things. A lady will stand up at 
a hearing and say, 'I don't want my baby harmed. One life is more important than your 
technology!"" 

Wheless believes that any issue would be seized upon by plant opponents, "If it wasn't 
emissions, it would be ash disposal. As we solve that problem, it will be something else." 
Environmental groups actively opposing the construction of waste-to-energy operations include 
Greenpeace, the Sierra Club, Friends of the Earth, the Environmental Defense Fund, the Natural 
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Resource Defense Council, and Public Citizen. They publish and distribute propaganda falsely 

claiming that emissions from waste-to-energy plants are hazardous to health. They testify and 

demonstrate against the plants. "A lot of the activists are using waste as a political platform. 

People who understand waste-to-energy don't show up in large numbers at public hearings," says 

Alice Chung. "Until that happens our efforts to use this solution will continue to be frustrated." 
Across the Nation 

Currently there are over 70 waste-to-energy plants in operation nationwide, with 
hundreds more in planning stages. The results produced by several major industries in this field 
are impressive. Wheelabrator Environmental Systems of Danvers, Massachusetts was involved 
in some of the earliest projects. From 1975 to 1987, Wheelabrator built seven refuse-to-energy 
plants with several others in planning or construction. Wheelabrator installations in 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Maryland, New York, and Florida process more than 12,200 
tons of garbage daily and produce 300 megawatts of electricity and equivalent steam generating 
capacity. 

The benefits for a community like Millbury, Massachusetts are obvious. Their garbage is 
burned at 2,500 degrees Fahrenheit to produce steam powering a turbine that generates 45 
megawatts. That translates into lighting for 48,000 homes. The plant itself uses 4.5 megawatts 
and the rest is fed into New England Power's grid. 

A Wheelabrator plant in Saugus, Massachusetts took its bottom ash byproduct and made 
asphalt material out of it for paving their parking lot. Water sprayed on this ash produces a 
cement-like substance that has been used in Japan as building blocks for homes and offices. 

Ogden-Martin Systems of Fairfield, New Jersey is now the nation's most active resource 
recovery systems contractor. The company's system has been installed at 132 refuse sites 
worldwide, with a half dozen others near completion. That total handles a daily capacity of 
84,734 tons. 

Five Ogden-Martin refuse-to-energy plants are now operating in Virginia, Florida, 
Oklahoma, Connecticut, and Oregon, with six more in construction and 14 still in the permitting 
maze. 

The $47.5 million Marion County, Oregon operation handles 550 tons of garbage daily 
from the county's 210,000 residents. It nets an energy output of 11 megawatts. The plant, owned 
and operated by a local subsidiary of the company, is a showpiece of privatization and 
environmental protection. Pioneering the use of dry scrubbers and baghouses for air pollution 
control, this plant's emissions are 44 times lower than Oregon regulations require. In fact, 
according to Marion County Commissioner Randall Franke, "The EPA uses the performance of 
our plant to establish the criteria for other facilities." 

Not satisfied with this performance, the county is planning to take the 160 tons of ash 
generated daily -- 30 percent of the total refuse burned -- and install a metal separator to recycle 
its contents. This is especially important in view of objections to ash disposal based on toxic 
metal contents, actually the only major environmental challenge still confronting this technology. 
The Oregon plant's metal byproduct sells for about $30 a ton, which is the average cost per ton 
for most refuse-to-energy operations. The county and Ogden-Martin share evenly in the revenue. 

Hazardous Waste Solution 

The Westinghouse Company not only manufactures refuse-to-energy plants, but has also 
developed new high-temperature methods for destroying hazardous liquid wastes. 
Westinghouse's Plasma Systems Division in Madison, Pennsylvania has pioneered the 
development of stationary and mobile plasma torch units which destroy hazardous liquid wastes 
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at temperatures of 5,000 to 10,000 degrees Celsius. The destruction of toxic substances such as 
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) is virtually total, measured at 99.999999 percent, all this 
taking place in a 45-foot-long trailer. The trailer can be taken to the manufacturing site where the 
chemicals are used or produced and can serve as a cleanup unit at dump sites and accidental 
spills. 

Robert Speach is a pioneer in the development of cleanup and recycling processes for 
liquid hazardous wastes generated by metal finishing businesses. Speach, president of 
Environmental Services of Rancho Dominguez, California, has endured his share of problems in 
bringing a toxic waste solution to the market. Long convinced that dumping toxic wastes in 
landfills is "stone age" in concept, Speach saw the danger of toxic dump sites like the leaking 
20-acre Stringfellow acid pits near Glen Avon, California. 

A report from the California State Health Department estimated cleanup of that site to 
cost $812 million and take perhaps centuries to accomplish. Government and private owners of 
hazardous dump sites, as well as businesses that used them in the past, are now facing 
astronomical cleanup liabilities. 

Speach wanted to see toxic wastes cleaned up on site, and their contents recovered for 
reuse or sale. By 1985, he had designed and built a prototype mobile van that could accomplish 
this, yielding safely disposable water and a pasty sludge with resale value. "We send the copper 
portion to a copper mine in Arizona," Speach said, "and a company now is planning to recycle 90 
percent of the remaining chrome and nickel content." 

But overcoming the political obstacle was not easy. Speach recalled, "We went through 
hell with the State Health Department, EPA and county sanitation districts. For a long time they 
treated us like landfills -- endless delays and paperwork." 

In December 1987, the State Health Department finally issued a memo granting special 
variances to transportable treatment units, such as those Speach designed, which avoid lengthy 
delays in getting on site. Speach credits new state agency management with this improved 
situation. Now the only delay in getting on site is a one-time permit from the county sanitation 
district. In Orange County this takes three days, but LA County has persisted with a two-to-four 
week wait. 

Solid waste and toxic waste disposal problems that seem overwhelming are clearly 
solvable with creative technologies available today. If enough Americans understand these 
logical solutions, they won't let phony environmental threats and foot-dragging bureaucrats stand 
in the way of true progress. 

-- WILLIAM H. MCILHANY 


WORLD Revelations 
and Cover-Up 
BCCI disclosures offer only a glimpse at Insider perfidy 

Clark Clifford, Secretary of Defense in the Johnson Administration, a member of the 
Council on Foreign Relations, and widely regarded as the consummate Washington agent of 
influence, is definitely the biggest fish yet to be hooked in the saga of the Pakistani Bank of 
Credit and Commerce International (BCCI). He and Robert Altman, principal officers of First 
American Bankshares, the largest banking institution in the nation's capital, were charged in July 
with having received more than $40 million in bribes for their role in covering up the illegal 
controlling interest of BCCI in First American. Both men have denied any knowledge of BCCI 
involvement. 

They will have a hard time proving it. Manhattan District Attorney Robert Morgenthau, 
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who has been investigating BCCI since 1989 in spite of Justice Department impediments, has 
amassed enough evidence to send both men to jail. Although it remains to be seen whether the 
CFR Establishment will jettison one of its own, it satisfies our sense of justice that these two 
arrogant players have at last been indicted. But the real gist of BCCI -- plus its central figures -- 
are slipping away. 

Selective Spotlight 

In fact, turning the spotlight on Clifford and Altman helps bury far more damning facts 
about the mysterious international activities of this strange bank. The trial will be interesting, but 
limited; after all, Clifford and Altman enriched themselves by smoothing the way for only one 
small corner of this incredibly complex operation. They were not key players calling the shots. 

The questions that are crying out to be explored have already been swept under the rug 
and in all probability will never see the light of day, for the simple reason that they go to the very 
top: the White House, the Justice and Treasury Departments, the CIA, the Federal Reserve, the 
Bank of England. 

For instance, there is the Tampa, Florida drug money laundering case of 1989, in which 
chief of U.S. Customs William von Raab filed criminal charges against BCCI and five of its 
officers with close ties to Noriega. Daniel Gonzalez, a former senior official of BCCI's Panama 
branch, had resigned from the bank and was helping von Raab build the case, the biggest of its 
kind ever brought. But before the case came to trial, a top Treasury Department official suddenly 
pulled von Raab from the case and Treasury itself took over. Clark Clifford, attorney for BCCI, 
and Treasury officials arranged to settle for a plea agreement. In return for a $15 million fine, the 
U.S. attorney in Tampa "agreed" not to use evidence in his possession to press further charges. 
BCCI was left free to continue its drug operations unhindered but minus the astonishing sum of 
$45 million paid to Clifford for his services. 

The implications of this shocking deal are enormous. Obviously, the point man here is 
not Clifford, but then-U.S. Attorney General Richard Thornburg (CFR), who, in turn, could not 
have put this across without the approval of his boss, George Bush. Although von Raab was 
subsequently given his chance to fulminate before Senator John Kerry's subcommittee on 
narcotics and terrorism, nothing ever came of it; the fix was in at the top. Kerry has never called 
Thornburg to testify. When the knowledgeable Daniel Gonzalez revealed that planeloads of drug 
money stuffed into cartons had been arriving in Panama day and night from the Hollywood, 
Florida airport, Kerry called neither Treasury Secretary Nicholas Brady (CFR) nor Drug Czar 
William Bennett, who was spending billions of tax dollars yearly for the War on Drugs. 

The Case of Alan Garcia 

If one still doubts that the Bush Administration is determined to suppress evidence that 
could lead to a breakup of the international drug network through BCCI, the case of Alan Garcia, 
ex-president of Peru, should be persuasive. In the spring of 1991, Rafael Garcia, a private 
investigator in Miami, was hired by a Peruvian congressman to track down the possible 
embezzlement of millions of dollars by the former Peruvian president through the kind offices of 
BCCI. Alan Garcia, who was introduced to BCCI by his close friend Manuel Noriega, had 
caused the Peruvian central bank to deposit more than half the country's foreign exchange 
reserves in BCCI Panama. 

Detective Garcia came up with proof in the form of bank account numbers that Alan 
Garcia had "diverted" $50 million of public funds through BCCI into both foreign and American 
banks. It looked like a cut-and-dried case. But then Alan Garcia's agents solicited letters from all 
the banks named by detective Garcia, including the now defunct Bank of New England. All the 
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letters claimed that no accounts could be found. 

The agents then went to the Florida state division of licensing and filed misconduct 
charges; the bureau (with uncharacteristic haste) accused the detective of operating without a 
proper license and representing information to be factual when it hadn't been "properly verified." 
It then subpoenaed the detective's files, which were supposed to remain sealed until the state 
filed formal charges. Instead, the information was quickly broadcast on Lima television, where it 
was ridiculed and discredited. The bureau also permitted two Peruvian television stations to tape 
the state's charges against the detective; these too were broadcast in Lima, "proving" the former 
president's innocence. The case against him collapsed. 

"Now, that's power! What Insiders pulled these strings? Why was it necessary to protect 
this corrupt, former president of a two-bit country? The U.S. couldn't care less about his 
embezzlement. The only answer that makes sense is that Alan Garcia, close friend of Noriega 
and BCCI officials, knew too much about U.S. protection of the drug trade. 

Terrorist Connection 

As for the frightful scourge of international terrorism, one of the most ruthless groups is 
the Palestinian Fatah Revolutionary Council, headed by Abu Nidal. Nidal lives in Baghdad but 
operated for years from a London BCCI branch. So did ten other terrorist leaders from Libya, 
Syria, and the PLO, including the Islamic Jihad, responsible for multiple kidnappings and 
killings of Westerners in Beirut. They are reported to have had 42 accounts in 17 London BCCI 
branches. BCCI, in fact, provided a global financial network for terrorists, who need plenty of 
cash for carrying out their far-flung abominable crimes. 

Yet it was not until July of last year that the (central) Bank of England seized BCCI in 
London and brought about its international downfall. Even though the central bank admitted that 
it had known about the terrorists' accounts at least since 1988 (doubtlessly much longer), the 
only charge brought against BCCI was "financial fraud" on behalf of depositors. Nothing more 
has ever materialized about this protection of terrorist operations, although Pan Am has recently 
been found guilty of "willful misconduct" in the Lockerbie case to the tune of hundreds of 
millions of dollars in fines and settlements. 

Then there was the testimony of Bert Lance, former budget director under Carter and a 
close friend of BCCI founder Agha Hasan Abedi. Lance told a congressional hearing that the 
CIA played a major role in the affairs of the criminal bank, in effect co-opting Abedi and turning 
BCCI into the bank of the CIA. At the same hearing, a Pakistani government official testified 
that BCCI routinely did the bidding of the CIA, and that the CIA used BCCI funds to finance 
covert activities. 

What covert activities? We'll never know, for then-CIA director William Webster (CFR) 
was not called for questioning. Neither was Robert Gates (CFR), supervisor of the CIA's 
intelligence division during the years in question and now CIA head. 

Of increasing interest now is Lance's testimony concerning his friendship with 
international financier Bruce Rappaport, who had close ties to William Casey (CFR), deceased 
CIA head. Rappaport is a banker in Geneva whose partner, Alfred Hartmann, was chairman of 
BCCTI's Swiss unit as well as chairman of the Zurich branch of Banco Nacionale del Lavoro, the 
Italian bank whose Atlanta, Georgia branch loaned more than $5 billion to Iraq for its arms 
buildup against Kuwait. Some of these billions were guaranteed by the Commodity Credit 
Corporation under directives from George Bush. 

To weave these myriad threads into a completed tapestry of what this vast criminal 
enterprise was all about might not ever be possible, at least not any time soon. But we know 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


enough to conclude that a tightly controlled seepage, only as much as the insiders want us to 
know, is going on in Washington and London. Although lesser players like Clifford were in it for 
the money, and without doubt many we'll never hear of have cleaned up, this is hardly the 
objective at the top. What we are being allowed to glimpse is the modus operandi of the top 
Insiders, as they use drugs to destroy the moral fiber of our nation and escalate crime, use the 
CIA to subvert friendly governments, use covert financing to arm communist guerrillas and 
tyrants, and plan to use terrorists to make acceptable the big breakthrough of trying individuals 
before the World Court, as already proposed for the two Libyan Lockerbie suspects. 

The question that remains to be asked is: Why are we being permitted even a peek at this 
Insider perfidy after so many years of total cover-up? The answer has to be that the "disaster" 
(meaning depositor loss) is about to be used as justification for slapping on stringent worldwide 
banking regulations which are imperative for the coming new world order. Just as George Bush 
had to have a world-shaking war to justify getting our military into the Gulf and escalating the 
UN, so something world-shaking is necessary to make worldwide banking restrictions 
acceptable, or at least something that cannot be reasonably argued against. 

Beginning Step 

The first steps have already been taken. In March of this year, a British parliamentary 
committee, bemoaning the lack of international supervision of banks, recommended that the 
Bank for International Settlements in Basel, Switzerland should be given "a watchdog role to 
oversee how individual countries supervise their banks in order to prevent another BCCI." Sure 
enough, in July the BIS, which is made up of the central banks of the main industrial countries, 
was happy to oblige. It proposed giving national regulators the right to close banks in their 
territories if they "feel the parent bank isn't being effectively supervised in its home country." 
Translated, this means that Insider central bankers such as Alan Greenspan will soon have 
life-and-death control over every banking institution worldwide. At the same time, the Bank of 
England tightened the screws even further, citing "misgivings over the structure of a bank's 
operations as sufficient grounds for closing a bank." 

The Insiders have stolen another march. 

-- JANE H. INGRAHAM 


WORLD Zimbabwe Sinks 
Into Tyranny 

Reports coming out of Zimbabwe tell of the government takeover of farmlands that have 
been owned and operated by whites for generations. It was hard working -- and eventually 
prosperous -- European immigrants who transformed what was once Rhodesia into a food 
exporter, established a thriving economy, and delivered more promise of advancement for black 
Africans than anyone else on the entire African continent. 

But the one-man, one-vote, one-time nightmare that swept through all of Africa caught 
up with the Rhodesians who found themselves victims of international ostracism, domestic 
terrorism, and downright betrayal from Britain and the United States. 

Robert Mugabe Takes Over 

During the 1970s, terrorists from the Zimbabwe African National Union (ZANU) led by 
Joshua Nkomo and the Zimbabwe African People's Union (ZAPU) led by Robert Mugabe 
murdered 45,000 Rhodesians, more than half of whom were blacks. Between them, these two 
branches of what was called the "Patriotic Front" shut down several hundred hospitals and 
clinics, closed over 1,000 schools, destroyed virtually all rural transportation, and left a trail of 
bloodshed all over the nation. 
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The activities of ZANU and ZAPU amounted to a textbook campaign of using terrorist 
tactics to bring down a government. While it was well-known that ZANU received vital 
shipments of weapons and aid from China, Romania, and Yugoslavia, and ZAPU got its supplies 
from the Soviet Union, the Western media continued to tout both groups as worthy 
representatives of "oppressed majorities" who were "victims of minority white rule." 

By early 1981, Mugabe had consolidated power to become the undisputed leader of the 
nation of 8.4 million, of whom only 250,000 were whites with European ancestry. He 
accomplished his rise to ultimate leadership by discrediting all potential rivals, even jailing 
Nkomo. Aptly described by the Western press as a "prudent revolutionary," he began his 
one-man rule (under a constitution of sorts) by extending a friendly hand to the whites, especially 
the 5,000 white farmers and many thousands of business leaders whose efforts had made 
Rhodesia self-sufficient and economically prosperous. 

But Mugabe always claimed to be a Marxist-Leninist. While he repeatedly assured 
followers of his plans to increase everyone's share in the nation's prosperity, his terrorist past, his 
ruthless insistence on one-party rule, his government's moves against many dissident whites, and 
his commitment to socialism frightened many of the whites into fleeing the country. During the 
1980s, despite strict laws against taking any of their wealth with them, close to 60 percent of the 
whites fled from Zimbabwe. 

Socialist Promises to Keep 

In April 1982, the former terrorist outlined a completely socialist future for Zimbabwe. 
Ever the "prudent revolutionary," he gave no timetable for his plan to "socialize the entire 
socioeconomic system," and he sought to keep white flight from becoming total with such 
comments as, "We don't want to lay ambushes on private enterprise." But he clearly expressed 
his ultimate goal: "Socialism means socialism; it doesn't mean at the final stage we are talking of 
capitalism." 

For approximately ten years, the 100,000 whites who remained in Zimbabwe were left 
alone, protected to some degree by a constitution. But Mugabe had risen to power on promises 
that land would be distributed to his followers. As they became impatient, his popularity 
declined. In 1991, the constitutional protection of property rights was canceled. The government 
is now forging ahead to acquire by force large sectors of land owned for generations by white 
families. 

"You cannot run a society of haves and have-nots," said Mugabe in classic socialistic 
jargon. Of the prosperous whites, he said: "Even after independence, they have remained to be in 
greater comfort, greater wealth than the blacks, and we have not seized their property." 

But all of that changed when Mugabe described his move against the property owners as 
a "do-or-die issue." He means that he will either cater to the blacks who have looked to him for 
leadership, or he will be replaced. He will steal from the whites in order to give to his followers, 
or he will be out of a job. Rulers who acquire power through the sword customarily stay in 
power by stealing and sharing other men's property. This one is no different. 

Although the Mugabe plan calls for compensation for the white farmers, none are very 
confident they will receive what their land is worth. Some have placed full-page ads in local 
newspapers protesting the government's moves. Michael M. Taggart, a prosperous tobacco 
farmer, insists that there are upwards of ten million acres of "under-utilized land" in the nation. 
His request to the government that it give these lands to black farmers has fallen on deaf ears. 

Shortages on the Horizon 
Rhodesia (Zimbabwe) has long had an enviable record of food production. Horrible 
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famines in Ethiopia and Somalia have been brought on in great measure by socialistic 
governments. The same fate now awaits Zimbabwe. 

No one ever helped the weak by hurting the strong. Socialism destroys incentive and 
guarantees future shortages. Yet, if Mugabe were a white man and not a socialist, the world's 
media would soundly condemn him and call for his ouster. Which is exactly what happened 15 
years ago to former Rhodesian leader Ian Smith. 

The tragedy that continues to befall Zimbabwe now also looms on the horizon for 
neighboring South Africa. There, another socialist named Nelson Mandela is steadily acquiring 
the kind of power that will be used to do to his country what Mugabe's ruthlessly gained power is 
doing to Zimbabwe. And the same media tell us that this new world order is simply wonderful. 

-- JOHN F. MCMANUS 


THE RIGHT ANSWERS 


Q. Whatever happened to Jesse Jackson's brother, who was tried a while ago in connection with 
Chicago drug activities? 
-- R.W.A. Harrison, NY 


A. Noah Robinson, 48, has been convicted in both Chicago and South Carolina on charges of 
drug dealing. A half brother of the Rev. Jesse Jackson, Robinson was the beneficiary during the 
'80s of pressure exerted by Jesse through Operation PUSH, to acquire major business franchises 
for himself. Some termed the pressure to obtain minority franchises from such companies as 
Coca-Cola and Kentucky Fried Chicken nothing short of extortion. Indeed, street gang members 
from Chicago's Black Stone Rangers often became "inspectors" in the business in such 
arrangements. 

Noah became a millionaire. But he also became involved in drug dealing with street 
gangsters (whose name evolved to El Rukns), several of whom were convicted with him last 
September in Chicago. The charges on which Noah Robinson was convicted included conspiracy 
to plan the murder of a business partner and paying the El Rukns gang to kill a female witness 
who was going to testify against him. She was stabbed but survived. In !ate August of this year, 
Robinson was sentenced in federal court in Chicago to life in prison plus a $6 million fine for his 
crimes. 

Q. How big is the Department of Agriculture's budget? 

-- V.L., Vermillion, SD 


A. The USDA's budget is larger than the budgets of all but 17 countries in the world. This 
despite the fact that the U.S. farm population has been cut in half in the last two decades. Indeed, 
during the period of 1820 to 1870, more than half of U.S. workers were in farm-related jobs -- 
compared to less than three percent in 1990. At the turn of the century, when the Agriculture 
budget was some $4 million, more than 39 percent of the population lived on farms; by 1990, 
when only 1.9 percent lived on farms, the USDA's budget reached $62 billion. 

Some chilling projections can be made from the growing numbers of Agriculture 
Department personnel and shrinking numbers of those actually working in agriculture. 
According to David Littman, senior economist of Comerica Bank in Detroit, if the current trends 
are extrapolated in a linear fashion, by the year 2001 there will be more bureaucrats in the 
Agriculture Department than farmers in the United States. 


Q. All the publicity around the substantial salary of the head of the United Way set me to 
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wondering: How much are others paid who head major charities and foundations? 
-- N.I., Moorhead, MN 


A. After the fanfare that surrounded the lavish salary ($390,000) and life-style of William 
Aramony, the former head of the United Way of America, he was shown the door. His successor 
Elaine Chao is slated to make half of what he did. The median salary of the top executives of the 
largest charitable foundations is $155,000, according to a survey by The Chronicle of 
Philanthropy. The highest salary of those surveyed ($624,000) went to the chairman of the 
W.M. Keck Foundation of Los Angeles. Two others were over $500,000 -- the heads of the J. 
Paul Getty Trust in Santa Monica, California, and the Pew Charitable Trusts of Philadelphia. Of 
the top 100 charitable foundations, there were seven with executives making over $400,000, 13 
paid more than $300,000, and 37 paid more than $200,000 annually. 


Q. Which companies are boycotting the Boy Scouts because it stands for God and 
heterosexuality rather than atheism and perversion? 
-- H.J.A., Manassas, VA 


A. Wells Fargo Bank and Levi Strauss, both San Francisco-based, have cut off long-standing 
contributions to the Boy Scouts of America because the group stands for morally straight 
principles and maintains an oath to God and country. Another San Francisco company, 
BankAmerica, did the same -- in the name of non-discrimination against homosexuals -- but then 
reversed its position under pressure. The piqued homosexual community has been reapplying its 
ultimatum on BankAmerica. 

The United Way of the Bay Area earlier this year also cut off the Boy Scouts from 
$781,000 in annual funding because they wouldn't bend to the homosexuals' demands. Some 
other chapters of United Way are contemplating the same action, while many are resisting the 
boycott. Various pro-family and Christian organizations are leading counter-boycotts of the 
pro-homosexual and pro-atheist actions of the offending companies and urging support for the 
Boy Scouts. 

Representative Dana Rohrabacher (R-CA) is taking a prominent public leadership 
position on this issue, gathering signatures of House members in favor of the Boy Scouts' 
traditional stances. At a meeting which we attended recently, the Orange County congressman, 
himself a former Eagle Scout, was vehement about these companies which are, he said, "acting 
like thugs." The Boy Scouts, noted Rohrabacher, is not a political organization, but it is being 
attacked in this politically correct campaign. It is no accident that this challenge sprang out of 
San Francisco; its very distinctive and militant subculture knows exactly why it wants 
homosexual scoutmasters on overnight trips with young boys. 

-- WILLIAM P. HOAR 


AMERICAN OPINION A New 
World Religion 


WILLIAM F. JASPER 


This article is adapted from William F. Jasper's new book Global Tyranny ... Step by Step, 


soon to be released by Western Islands Publishing. 


We have meditations at the United Nations a couple of times a week. The meditation 
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leader is Sri Chinmoy, and this is what he said about this situation: "The United 

Nations is the chosen instrument of God; to be a chosen instrument means to be a 

divine messenger carrying the banner of God's inner vision and outer 

manifestation. One day the world will ... treasure and cherish the soul of the 

United Nations as its very own with enormous pride, for this soul is all-loving, 

all-nourishing, and all-fulfilling." 

-- Donald Keys, president 
of Planetary Citizens and 
author of Earth At Omega 

In times past, when critics of the United Nations described the organization as a modern 
Tower of Babel, most were making reference to man's act of spiritual arrogance that the book of 
Genesis tells us earned God's displeasure. To back up such an unflattering characterization today, 
they could point to the confusing and combustible melange of tongues, cultures, ideologies, and 
politics for which the "house of peace" has become justly famous. The UN, along with its 
programs and policies, is becoming ever more worthy of comparison to the Tower of Babel, as 
rampant idolatry and militant paganism thoroughly permeate the organization. 

The United Nations is steadily becoming the center of a syncretic new world religion, a 
weird and diabolical convergence of New Age mysticism, pantheism, aboriginal animism, 
atheism, communism, socialism, Luciferian occultism, apostate Christianity, Islam, Taoism, 
Buddhism, and Hinduism. The devotees and apostles of this new faith include the kind of strange 
admixture of crystal worshipers, astrologers, feminists, environmentalists, cabalists, human 
potentialists, Eastern mystics, pop psychologists, and "liberal" clergymen one would normally 
tend to associate with the off-beat, sandals-and-beads counterculture of the 1960s. But today's 
worshipers in this rapidly expanding movement are as likely to be scientists, diplomats, 
corporate presidents, heads of state, international bankers, and leaders of mainstream Christian 
churches. 

Go East, Young Man 

During the 1960s and '70s, droves of disenchanted intellectuals and alienated youth from 
Europe and America trekked to India and other points East seeking "enlightenment," "wisdom," 
and "truth" from an endless array of gurus, swamis, yogis, and other "illuminated masters." Most 
never realized as they began their search that they were following in the footsteps of one who a 
century earlier had laid the groundwork for the present cult explosion, and whose work is central 
to the spiritual character of the United Nations today. 

That person is Helena Petrovna Blavatsky (1831-1891), widely revered as the high 
priestess of the New Age movement, who founded the Theosophical Society in New York in 
1875. Blavatsky's theosophy taught esoteric "wisdom," the universal brotherhood of mankind, 
and unity among all religions, except the monotheistic religions -- Christianity, Islam, Judaism -- 
which could not be reconciled with individual "enlightenment." An early Theosophical Society 
statement left no mistake about the organization's special mission: 

To oppose ... every form of dogmatic theology, especially the Christian, which the Chiefs 

of the Society regard as particularly pernicious ... to counteract, as far as possible, 

the effects of missionaries to delude the so-called "Heathen" and "Pagans" as to 

the real origin and dogmas of Christianity and the practical effects of the latter 

upon public and private character in so-called Christian countries. 

"Esoteric Philosophy has never rejected God in Nature, nor Deity as the absolute and 
abstract End," Blavatsky wrote. "It only refuses to accept any of the gods of the so-called 
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monotheistic religions, gods created by man in his own image and likeness, a blasphemous and 
sorry caricature of the ever unknowable." 
The Wrong God 

The high priestess of theosophy cursed the God of the Bible as "capricious and unjust." 
He was merely "a tribal God and no more," she maintained. In Madame Blavatsky's twisted 
mind, the Bible had it all backwards; it was really Satan who was the victim of Jehovah: 

The appellation Sa'tan, in Hebrew Satan, and Adversary ... belongs by right to the first 

and cruelest "Adversary" of all other Gods -- Jehovah; not to the serpent which 

spoke only words of sympathy and wisdom. 

According to Blavatsky's biblical hermeneutics: 

Once the key to Genesis is in our hands, the scientific and symbolical Kabbala unveils the 

secret. The Great Serpent of the Garden of Eden and the "Lord God" are identical. 

In the Blavatsky scheme of things, Satan is God the Creator, the Savior, the Father; and 
Jesus Christ is "the firstborn brother of Satan." She explains it thusly: 

Satan, the Serpent of Genesis, is the real creator and benefactor, the Father of Spiritual 

mankind. For it is he ... who opened the eyes of the automaton (Adam) created by 

Jehovah, as alleged .... An adversary to Jehovah ... he still remains in Esoteric 

Truth the ever loving messenger ... who conferred on us spiritual instead of 

physical immortality. 

Blavatsky, who had spent several years in India and Tibet, claimed to have experience 
with astral projection and the ability to communicate with the spirit world. She claimed to have 
written Isis Unveiled and her three-volume magnum opus The Secret Doctrine under the 
direction of the "Masters of Wisdom," Tibetan holy men who communicated telepathically with 
her in England from the Himalayas. 

After she passed away in 1891, the mantle of leadership for the worldwide theosophical 
movement fell to Annie Besant, a militant feminist and a member of the Fabian Socialist Society 
of England. A close friend of George Bernard Shaw, H.G. Wells, and other leading Fabians, 
Besant was well-placed to spread theosophical thought in very influential circles. An 
indefatigable revolutionist and prolific writer, she enthusiastically joined in revolutionary street 
riots and penned numerous volumes of occultic writings to add to those of Blavatsky. 

Besant was followed by Alice Bailey, who together with her husband, Foster Bailey, 
constructed much of the foundation of what is now known as New Age religion. Unabashedly 
acknowledging their demonic sympathies, they launched Lucifer Publishing Company, which 
published the theosophical periodical Lucifer. Realizing later that perhaps the Christian world 
was not yet ready for their open preference for Satanic religion, they changed the name to Lucis 
Publishing Company. The Lucis Trust, established by the Baileys in 1922, continues to serve as 
the umbrella organization for a profusion of globalist/New Age/occult organizations and 
programs that are key catalysts of the emerging new world religion. These include the Arcane 
School, World Goodwill, Triangles, Lucis Publishing, Lucis Productions, Lucis Trust Libraries, 
and the New Group of World Servers. 

UN New Age Network 

According to the Lucis Trust, "World Goodwill is recognized ... at the United Nations as 
a Non-governmental Organization" and is "represented at regular briefing sessions at the United 
Nations in New York and Geneva." The "regular weekly broadcasts of talks given at World 
Goodwill Forum meetings and programs produced by Lucis Productions" in London and New 
York are beamed by Radio For Peace International in English, Spanish, German, and French, on 
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shortwave, to a "worldwide audience" from the UN University for Peace in Costa Rica. 
According to spokesmen at the Lucis Trust, all people of good will, whether they realize it or 
not, belong to the New Group of World Servers (NGWS) who will bring about "spiritual 
unfoldment" and "lead humanity into a new age of peace and plenty." 

"Humanity is not following a haphazard or uncharted course -- there is a Plan," say the 
Lucis theosophists. And, "Men of goodwill who co-operate form part of the New Group of 
World Servers which is working to implement the Plan." The "Plan" involves a "spiritual 
Hierarchy of the planet" and the building of a "synthetic unity" that will be manifested in an 
"inner centre or subjective world government, whose members are responsible for the spread of 
those ideals and ideas which have led humanity onwards from age to age." The leaders of the 
New Group of World Servers "provide the vision and mould public opinion." But there is yet a 
higher class of adepts. "Behind these leaders and the co-operating men of goodwill," we learn, 
"are the Custodians of the Plan, 'the inner spiritual Government of the Planet. 

According to these possessors of esoteric wisdom, "People in the world at this time can 
be divided into four groups": 

First, the uninformed masses .... They are, however, enough developed to respond to the 

mental suggestion and control of more advanced people. 

Second, the middle classes -- both higher and lower ... because they can 
read and discuss and are beginning to think, they form the most powerful element 
in any nation. 

Third, the thinkers everywhere .... They are steadily influencing world 
affairs -- sometimes for good and sometimes for selfish ends. 

Fourth, the New Group of World Servers. These are people who are 

building the new world order.... They own to no creed, save the creed of 

Brotherhood, based on the One Life. They recognize no authority save that of 

their own souls. [Emphasis added] 

The "Enlightened Ones" 

Ah, yes. But if one progresses through these circles-within-circles of higher planetary 
consciousness, one eventually may reach the exalted plane of "the Hierarchy." Examining the 
works of these individuals, we discover: 

Behind this four-fold division of humanity stand those Enlightened Ones whose right and 

privilege it is to watch over human evolution and to guide the destinies of men. In 

the West we call them Christ and His disciples .... They are also known as the 

Agents of God, or the Hierarchy of liberated souls, who seek ceaselessly to aid 

and help humanity. 

No doubt you will now rest easier knowing that your "destiny" and "evolution" have been 
entrusted to the providential care of the planet's "Enlightened Ones." 

But surely, you ask, no one actually believes this arcane gibberish? Would that that were 
true, The NGWS boasts that its followers "will be able to swing into activity at any moment such 
a weight of thought and such a momentous public opinion that they will eventually be in a 
position definitely to affect world affairs." To be sure, that represents more an aspiration than a 
true representation of their present level of influence. 

But one cannot survey the New Age, occult, satanist, wicca, and hedonist phenomena 
burgeoning all around us without recognizing that if these trends continue, the day will not be far 
off when occult forces will be able to make good on some of those claims. As G.K. Chesterton 
once observed, "If man will not believe in God, the danger is not that he will believe in nothing, 
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but that he will believe in anything." 

On April 25, 1982, all across the planet, millions of pairs of eyes blinked in disbelief at the 
headlines they saw on full-page advertisements in their daily newspapers. "THE CHRIST IS 
NOW HERE," trumpeted the massive ad campaign in major newspapers around the world. 
"Throughout history," proclaimed the announcement, "humanity's evolution has been guided by 
a group of enlightened men, the Masters of Wisdom," a "Spiritual Hierarchy" at the center of 
which "stands the World Teacher, LORD MAITREYA, known by Christians as the CHRIST." 
This same individual, said the ad, is awaited also by Jews, Moslems, Buddhists, and Hindus, 
though he is known by these believers respectively as the Messiah, Imam Mahdi, the fifth 
Buddha, or Krishna. 

According to the ad proclamation, "the Christ" was at that moment living in the world 
and would "within the next two months" reveal his identity to all mankind. The advertising 
campaign coincided with the beginning of a worldwide speaking tour by one Benjamin Creme, a 
British theosophist and a spokesman for "the Christ," In various interviews and speeches, Creme 
explained that in speaking of "the Christ," he did not mean Jesus Christ but the "Master of 
Wisdom," of whom Jesus, Buddha, Krishna, and others are disciples. Creme's messianic 
campaign was coordinated by his New Age religious organization, the Tara Center, from its 
offices in Los Angeles, New York, and London. 

In his 1980 book, The Reappearance of the Christ and the Masters of Wisdom, Creme 
left no doubt about his spiritual debt to Blavatsky and Bailey. In its pages, he prophesied: 

When the physical structures of human living are reconstructed ... the Christ will reveal 

to man an entirely new aspect of Reality .... The Ancient Mysteries will be 

restored, the Mystery Schools reopened, and a great expansion of man's 

awareness of himself and his purpose and destiny will become possible. 

Eventually a new world religion will be inaugurated, which will be a 

fusion and synthesis of the approach of the East and the approach of the West. 

The Christ will bring together, not simply Christianity and Buddhism, but the 

concept of God transcendent -- outside of His creation in man and all creation. 

It will be seen to be possible to hold both approaches at the same time, and 

they will be brought together in a new scientific religion based on the Mysteries; 

on Initiation; on Invocation .... Gradually, Christianity, Buddhism and other 

religions will wither away slowly, as the people die out of them, as the new 

religion gains its adherents and exponents, and is gradually built by humanity. 

"Christ" and the UN 

According to Creme, "The new religion will manifest itself through [other] 
organizations" and will inaugurate a "new world order" to be headed by the United Nations: 

At the head of several of the governments of the world and in the great world agencies, 

like the United Nations' agencies, there will be either a Master or at least a third 

degree Initiate. So the great international agencies will be under the direct control 

of a high member of the Hierarchy .... The Christ Himself will have a great deal to 

do with the release of energies; the work of initiation, as the Initiator, the 

Hierophant, at the first two Initiations; and stimulating and inspiring the formation 

of the New World Religion. 

In the Tara Center's Network News letter of October 1987, New Age devotees were told: 
"In the coming years the United Nations is destined to be the world's main focal point for the 
practical application of love, brotherhood, justice and sharing. We can help bring this about 
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through our support." This support is essential because when "all the impossible solutions have 
been eliminated, it will become clear that the only answer to our problems is the U.N." This 
being the case, a cosmic prayer was offered for the revered institution: 

May the Peace and the Blessings of the Holy Ones pour forth over the world -- rest upon 

the United Nations, on the work and the workers, protecting, purifying, energizing 

and strengthening. 

No-Show 

But Creme's "Maitreya -- the Christ" failed to materialize as promised. So it would be 
reasonable to expect that Creme, his messiah, and his UN propaganda were all discredited and 
labeled irrelevant. But we do not live in the age of reasonableness. Creme remains a leading light 
of the vast New Age network, and his occult gospel can be found emanating from numerous UN 
conferences and programs where the power elite of the Club of Rome, Aspen Institute, Council 
on Foreign Relations, World Federalists, World Bank, et al. mingle with New Agers of every 
description. 

A prime example of this dangerous lunacy could be found at the June 1992 UN Earth Summit 
in Brazil, where both the official United Nations Conference on Environment and Development 
(UNCED) program and the Global Forum "peoples summit" featured a melding of pagan 
aboriginal rites, eco-babble, and an ecumenical hodgepodge of spiritual tenets from East and 
West to form an incoherent universal "faith." 

In his opening address to the UNCED plenary session, Earth Summit Secretary-General 
Maurice Strong directed the world's attention to the Declaration of the Sacred Earth, which was 
part of the pre-Summit ceremonies. "The changes in behavior and direction called for here," said 
Strong, "must be rooted in our deepest spiritual, moral and ethical values." According to the 
declaration, "The [ecological] crisis transcends all national, religious, cultural, social, political 
and economic boundaries .... The responsibility of each human being today is to choose between 
the force of darkness and the force of light .... We must therefore transform our attitudes and 
values, and adopt a renewed respect for the superior laws of Divine Nature." 

Nutty Goings-On 

Delegates and members of the news media were encouraged to refer to the Rio 
Declaration and the 800-page blueprint for government action known as Agenda 2] as "sacred" 
texts. Senator Al Gore, who led the U.S. Senate delegation to Rio, reiterated his call for a new 
spiritual relationship between man and earth. Shirley MacLaine dropped in to lend the nutty 
ramblings of her psychic spirituality to the conference. A centerpiece of the Global Forum 
opening ceremony was the Viking ship Gaia, named for the Greek goddess of earth. 

At the culmination of that program, a group calling itself the "Sacred Drums of the Earth" 
struck up a solemn cadence. The ceremony program said that the drummers would "maintain a 
continuous heartbeat near the official site of the Earth Summit, as pan of a ritual for the healing 
of our Earth to be felt by those who are deciding Earth's fate." The Forum ceremony closed, 
appropriately, with Jamaican reggae singer Jimmy Cliff performing the song, "The Rivers of 
Babylon." 

On the eve of the opening of UNCED, a midnight-to-dawn homage to the "Female 
Planet" was held on Leme Beach. After dancing all night, the worshipers followed a Brazilian 
tribal high priestess to the water's edge where they offered flowers and fruits to "Iemanje, mae 
orixa, mother of the powers, queen of the seas," and then invoked the blessings of the sea 
goddess upon the summit's deliberations. 

At the first plenary session, Uri Marinoy, Israel's Minister of the Environment, issued a 
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New Ten Commandments on Environment and Development. No one bothered to ask him what 
was wrong with the original Ten Commandments. Was the Creator of this planet somehow 
negligent, or so ignorant of environmental concerns, that his original decalogue is ecologically 
deficient? As we recall, the first commandment states: "I am the Lord thy God .... Thou shalt 
have no other gods before Me." That, understandably, makes many environmentalists 
uncomfortable. "Thou shalt not steal," and "Thou shall not covet thy neighbor's goods" can also 
be troublesome to those whose plans call for expropriating the property of others. 

The Union for Natural Environment Protection, an environmental group based in Sao 
Leopoldo, Brazil, declared the following about the work of the summit: "A world-wide citizens’ 
movement is born around the UN system and will be in the years ahead a central focal point for 
the New World Order which Alice Bailey wrote about many decades ago and which is going to 
be politically free, socially fair, economically efficient and environmentally sustainable." That 
pretty well ties it all together: the UN, Alice Bailey's New Age religion, the new world order, 
and environmentalism. 

True, there were also "Christian" participants in the summit celebrations. Ministers from 
the World Council of Churches and Catholic clerics such as Dom Helder Camarra (known as 
Brazil's Red Archbishop because of his blatantly pro-communist sympathies) could be found 
amidst the cymbal-clanging Hare Krishnas, diapered swamis, saffron-robed gurus, and witch 
doctors in loincloths. But they were there because of their affinity for an ecumenical "spirit" that 
promotes an anti-Christian and syncretistic blend of Christianity and paganism. 

Bible Out, Lucifer In 

Many militant environmentalists make no bones about their animus toward Christianity. 
Jose Lutzenberger, former Brazilian Minister of the Environment, decried the foundation of 
modern education which he argued was "based on the Judeo-Christian philosophy of an evil 
world which needs to be subdued by man." He insisted: "We have to teach our children to 
dialogue with their word." And, "We need a moral revolution, and should learn from indigenous 
people who have successfully integrated their species into the entire symphony of nature." This 
blaming of the biblical world outlook for the world's environmental problems, and the 
romanticizing of aboriginal religions and life-styles were rife among the summit ecocrazies. 

Bible bashing is another practice that has become common in environmental circles, and 
its tone has become increasingly shrill. Tom Hayden, for instance, that pillar of 1960s spiritual 
rectitude, has taken up the crusade by teaching a college course about "Environment and 
Spirituality." "He wants to convince people," reports the Los Angeles Times, "that 
Judeo-Christian ethics, which teach that man has the God-given right to 'subdue' the Earth, are 
the root of many of today's environmental problems." 

The environmental gospel according to "We are all Vietcong" Hayden holds that 
"organized religion has either ignored or rationalized the exploitation of the natural environment 
for 2,000 years." Reverend Tom's 16-week course is described by the Times as "a wide-ranging 
survey of New Age philosophies and Eastern spirituality." 

New Age philosopher William Irwin Thompson is even more emphatic. The former 
professor of humanities from MIT and Syracuse University, and founder of the influential 
Lindisfarne Association, has said: 

We have now a new spirituality, what has been called the New Age movement. The 

planetization of the esoteric has been going on for some time .... This is now 

beginning to influence concepts of politics and community in ecology .... This is 

the Gaia [Mother Earth] politique ... planetary culture. 
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According to this illuminated master, the age of "the independent sovereign state, with 
the sovereign individual in his private property, [is] over, just as the Christian fundamentalist 
days are about to be over." A former trustee of the Aspen Institute for Humanistic Studies and a 
member of the advisory council of Planetary Citizens, Thompson is no lightweight in the 
movement. Maurice Strong sits on the board of directors and serves as director of finance of the 
Lindisfarne Center. The Lindisfarne Center is located in Manhattan's historic Episcopal 
Cathedral of St. John the Divine and its work is "made possible by grants from the Lilly 
Endowment, the Rockefeller Brothers Fund, and the Rockefeller Foundation." The Lindisfarne 
Institute lists among its faculty members eco-radical Amory Lovins and Luciferian adept and 
New Age author David Spangler. 

So, what great wisdom is imparted at this Rockefeller-funded institute of higher learning? 
We can gain some appreciation by reading Mr. Spangler's books, such as Reflections on the 
Christ, wherein we find: 

Lucifer, like Christ, stands at the door of man's consciousness and knocks. If man says, 

"Go away because I do not like what you represent, I am afraid of you," Lucifer 

will play tricks on that fellow. If man says, "Come in, and I will give to you the 

treat of my love and understanding and I will uplift you in the light and presence 

of the Christ, my outflow," then Lucifer becomes something else again. He 

becomes the being who carries that great treat, the ultimate treat, the light of 

wisdom .... 

The reason man has come to fear Lucifer is not so much that he represents 

evil as because he represents experience which causes us to grow and to move 

beyond the levels where we have been .... Lucifer is literally the angel of 

experience. 

Many Groups, Same Goal 

Spangler, Thompson, Strong, and a host of other notables (Queen Juliana of the 
Netherlands, Sir Edmund Hillary, Peter Ustinov, Linus Pauling, Kurt Vonnegut, Leonard 
Bernstein, John Updike, Isaac Asimov, Pete Seeger) are listed as original endorsers of the 
world-government-promoting Planetary Citizens. Founded by New Age luminary and former 
UN consultant Donald Keys, and presided over for many years by the late Norman Cousins 
(CFR), the Planetary Citizens organization has marshaled the prestige of many influential world 
figures to support expansion of UN power and institutions. Keys, openly a disciple of Alice 
Bailey, calls the United Nations "the nexus of emerging planetary values" and expresses the hope 
that it will establish a "planetary management system." In order to help speed that day, Planetary 
Citizens is "in consultative status with the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations." 

Another original endorser of Planetary Citizens and its "Human Manifesto" (not to be 
confused with The Humanist Manifesto) was Aurelio Peccei, founder of the Club of Rome. 
Known more for its role in launching "no growth" environmentalism in the 1970s, the Club has 
turned increasingly "spiritual" in recent years. Its most recent report, The First Global 
Revolution, takes special pains to stress this new interest. "In these difficult and complex times," 
say the report's authors, "we begin to realize that the pursuit of wisdom is the essential challenge 
that faces humanity." 

And where do they go for wisdom? Sprinkled throughout the book are numerous 
quotations from sacred texts, philosophers, poets, psychologists, historians, and sages. Hindus, 
Buddhists, aborigines, Taoists, humanists, even Aztec cannibals are reverently represented. Their 
wisdom includes adherence to the Blavatsky mandate holding that monotheism, Christianity, 
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Islam, and Judaism are either excluded or denigrated. 

Typical of the quotations highlighted in special boxes in the book's text is this "hymn" 
from India placed alongside a discussion about mining: 

Whatever I dig from thee, Earth, may that have quick growth again. O purifier, may we 

not injure thy vitals or thy heart. 

And sounding very much in tune with current New Age thought is the Club of Rome's 
discovery that the "spiritual and ethical dimension is no longer an object of scorn or indifference; 
it is perceived as a necessity that should lead to a new humanism." Moreover, we learn: 

The global society we are heading towards cannot emerge unless it drinks from the 

source of moral and spiritual values which stake out its dynamics. Beyond 

cultures, religions and philosophies, there is in human beings a thirst for freedom, 

aspirations to overcome one's limits, a quest for a beyond that seems ungraspable 

and is often unnamed. 

We are witnessing here a very important phenomenon, what the New Agers call a "paradigm 
shift." After several centuries of warring with religion in general and Christianity in particular, 
"science" is now being reconciled with faith. Increasingly, infidel scientists who once expressed 
supreme confidence in "reeking tube and iron shard" (as Kipling referred to their technological 
idolatry) are acknowledging the deficiency of their "dust that builds on dust...." They seek to 
supply gods of their own choosing. And Blavatsky's gods of the East are infinitely more 
compatible to their plans than the Judeo-Christian God. 

Temple of Understanding 

One of the principal channels through which this tilt toward Oriental spiritualism has 
been spread is the Temple of Understanding, located at the same Cathedral of St. John the Divine 
that houses the Lindisfarne Luciferians. Launched in the early 1960s as the "spiritual counterpart 
of the United Nations," its founding sponsors included the following odd assortment of 
Establishment Insiders, socialists, humanists, communist fronters, religious figures, and 
entertainment celebrities: John D. Rockefeller IV; then-Secretary of Defense Robert S. 
McNamara; Planned Parenthood founder Margaret Sanger; IBM president Thomas J. Watson; 
Socialist Party leader Norman Thomas; Eleanor Roosevelt; Time-Life president James A. Linen; 
homosexual author Christopher Isherwood; columnist Max Lerner; and entertainer Jack Benny. 

The Temple organization, which works closely with the UN Secretariat, the World 
Council of Churches, and the World Conference on Religion and Peace, is currently aiding and 
abetting Columbus-bashers with its sponsorship of the UN's Year of the Indigenous People. In 
1993, it will be promoting the syncretic "Interfaith Movement" with its centennial celebration of 
the World's Parliament of Religions. 

This favor toward Eastern mysticism was given a big boost in UN circles during the 
1970s and '80s by New Age VIP Robert Muller, who served as an assistant secretary-general at 
the United Nations. Muller, author of the influential book New Genesis: Shaping a Global 
Spirituality, believes, "If Christ came back to earth, his first visit would be to the United Nations 
to see if his dream of human oneness and brotherhood had come true. He would be happy to see 
representatives from all nations." 

Of course, when Muller talks about "Christ," he is not speaking in the Christian tradition, 
but in that of Bailey, Creme, and Spangler. Muller openly supports Creme and has delivered 
lectures at the Lucis Trust's Arcane School. And in typical animist fashion, he refers to "our 
brethren the animals, our sisters the flowers." 

Who Is Maurice Strong? 
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Undoubtedly one of the most influential hands guiding the UN's unfolding spirituality 
over the past two decades has been that of the grand poobah of environmentalism, Maurice 
Strong. An article from the May 1990 issue of West magazine sheds much needed light on the 
man who has been reverently dubbed by some "the custodian of the planet." Journalist Daniel 
Wood's research for the article included spending a week with Strong and his wife Hanne at their 
Baca Grande spiritual center in Colorado's San Luis Valley. While there, he witnessed many 
strange and troubling things. According to Wood, the Strongs' goal at "the Baca," as they refer to 
their compound, "is nothing less than to alter, utterly, the history of the world." They see their 
mystic commune serving "as a model for the way the world should be -- and they say, must be -- 
if humankind is to survive." 

The idea for the strange venture at "the Baca" took root in 1978, reported Wood, "when a 
mysterious man visited Hanne bearing a prophesy of the coming apocalypse. The dream grew 
amid omens that defy belief. It has been nourished by Strong's friends, such people as David 
Rockefeller, [former Canadian premier] Trudeau, the Dalai Lama, and Shirley MacLaine." 
Another of Strong's friends, Najeeb Halaby (CFR), former chairman of Pan American and father 
of the Queen of Jordan, has built an Islamic ziggurat at the Baca. The first groups to join the 
Strongs in setting up operations at the desert site were the Aspen Institute and the Lindisfarne 
Association. 

Mrs. Strong is a remarkably curious individual. "Hanne knew from earliest childhood," 
said Wood, "that she was different, that she had mystical abilities .... She could recall past lives." 
On one occasion, Wood recounted: "Hanne invites me to join her in her daily ritual of singing 
the sun down .... She chants her mantra, an ancient Vedic text, she explains, that goes back to the 
dawn of civilization." 

But even more disturbing than Hanne's occult mysticism are Maurice's spiritual 
experiences. Strong allegedly told Wood of a freakish omen he had experienced while walking 
with famed author and public television icon Bill Moyers: "We'd been walking, talking, heading 
back to my parked car. Suddenly, this bush -- some sagebrush -- erupted in flames in front of us! 
It just burst into flames." Was this a mental delusion? Was it demonic? 

With individuals like these leading the charge, the UN's pagan spiritualism will grow ever 
more blatant. There will be many more documents like the UN report entitled The New 
International Economic Order: A Spiritual Imperative, which brazenly proclaims: 

... today a new understanding of spirituality is emerging which recognizes that all efforts to 
uplift humanity are spiritual in nature. Alice Bailey said, "That is spiritual which 

lies beyond the point of present achievement."... Given this new understanding of 

spirituality, the work of the United Nations can be ... seen within the entire 

evolutionary unfoldment of humanity. The work of the U.N. is indeed spiritual 

and holds profound import for the future of civilization. 

It would seem that predictions concerning religion made half a century ago in the 
Rosicrucian Digest are coming to pass. The June 1941 issue of that occult journal carried the 
following prophesy that, tragically, is being fulfilled before our eyes: 

What then does the future hold for religion? We predict a mystical-pantheism as the 

religion of tomorrow. The central doctrine of this religion will be that a Universal 

Intelligence as a series or concatenations of causes, creative and perfect in its 

whole, pervades everywhere and everything. 

One major effect of this religious conversion, the Rosicrucian oracle predicted, is that 
"the multiplicity of social states, countries, or nations will cease to be." Nations would be 
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replaced by "the one United World State." The occultists are correct in noting that the 
mystical-pantheism they advocate will, if widely accepted, lead to a collectivist world state. And 
there are far too few Americans who understand the direct cause-and-effect relationship between 
the two. 

Pantheist Connection 

"Pantheism is a favorite doctrine of collectivists," notes one authority on occult 
deception, Father Clarence Kelly, "because ... it offers a concept of man which, on religious 
grounds, subordinates the individual to the collective." Since "God" in this belief system is not 
the transcendent, personal God of the Bible, but an impersonal, immanent force that pervades all 
things, then all things -- the universe, you, me, the rock, the tree -- are "God." In this pagan 
world view, man is not a special creation of the one, true God, to whom, ultimately, he is 
accountable. Nor is he endowed by his Creator with intrinsic, unalienable rights -- and 
responsibilities. 

Thus pantheism "functions as an effective tool in the subversion of God-centered religion 
by making religion man-centered, and thereby giving a religious sanction to the doctrines and 
programs of political collectivism. At the same time, pantheism can be used as a stage in 
bringing people from theism to atheistic materialism. In religion, pantheism is most often 
expressed as naturalism -- 'the doctrine that religious truth is derived from nature, not revelation. 

It was just such neo-Paganism that paved the way for the totalitarian collectivism of the 
Third Reich. The Nazi high priesthood -- Hitler, Himmler, Rahn, Rosenberg, Hess, Feder, 
Sebottendorf, et al. -- were ardent theosophists, and their esoteric societies (the Thule, Vril, 
Seekers of the Grail) were steeped in the same occultism and pantheism so prevalent in today's 
New Age and environmental movements. Hitler's paganism sought to create a 
nationalist-socialist new world order. And even though it was militantly anti-Christian, numerous 
Christian churches succumbed to the Nazi scheme and most were captured through subversion 
and accommodation, not through outright persecution. 

Today, all people of good will recognize the diabolically evil nature of the Fuehrer's 
failed regime. What is now desperately needed is a widespread recognition of the fact that the 
neo-pagan, internationalist-socialist new world order being promoted by and through the United 
Nations is as militantly anti-Christian, as malevolently totalitarian, and as satanically evil as that 
jackbooted tyranny of our recent past. 

This time, its headquarters is not in Berlin, but in New York City. 


Home Wreckers 

The August issue of The Voluntaryist offers this strange tale of government "takings." In 
1982, Rhoda and Roger Scott of Skaneateles, New York lost their home to fire. They rebuilt, a 
$370,000 dream home with a three car garage and a built-in pool. Little did they realize that their 
dream would turn into a nightmare of zoning bureaucracy. The Voluntaryist explains: "In July 
1984, the Scotts were served with a notice of violation of the town's zoning laws because their 
house was too big for the lot and the pool and garage weren't listed on the permit application." 

The Scotts claimed that they were given the proper go ahead to build. Unfortunately, the 
zoning officer who granted the original permit had died. The Scotts lost their court battle: "Last 
month the town demolished the Scott's home." The costs of this debacle were staggering: 

* The legal battle cost the Skaneateles Township $200,000. 

* The Scotts at one point were fined $100 a day until they left their home. 

* Both Rhoda and Roger Scott spent time in jail. 
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* Skaneateles spent $64,000 for moving and storing the Scott's belongings. And the Scotts 
can't have their belongings back because there is a $64,000 lien against them. 

Lives are tormented. Property is seized without compensation. Good citizens are jailed 
for trying to protect their dream. Thousands of tax dollars are wasted. And a perfectly good 
house and home is destroyed. All because narrow-minded bureaucracy refuses to budge an inch 
from the letter of the law. (Box 1275, Grambling, SC 29348) 

Fly Your Colors 

Can churches fly the red, white, and blue Christian flag? The City of Raleigh, North 
Carolina says no, according to a report in the August Biblical Worldview. "The only flags that 
can be flown are state, national, and municipal flags. Pastor M.L. Waiters of Neuse Baptist 
Church was told that the flying of the Christian flag violated Raleigh City Code Section 
10.2083.2(1). This code section prohibits the display of 'windblown signs such as pennants, 
spinners, flags, and streamers,' except for special events for a total period not to exceed thirty 
days. Would the communist Chinese embassy be permitted to fly its flag in the city of Raleigh? 
As the code reads, the answer is yes. Only in America." (American Vision, Box 720515, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30328) 

Ecological Capitalism 

The Summer 1992 issue of Creation Social Science and Humanities Quarterly contains 
an essay by Carl E. Bruce on the theological roots of environmentalism. States Bruce: "The 
foundation underlying the ecology movement is not scientific fact and love for nature but a 
religion -- the worship of nature as a supreme god, mother, and creator of all." 

Mother Earth is in; Father God is out. Bruce continues: "The environmentalist blames the 
Judeo-Christian belief in one true God ... as being the root of man's problems." Dominion, 
sovereignty, subduing nature -- these are the sins condemned by ecological dogma. 

Bruce argues for the biblical view of the universe: "When God set man on this earth He 
charged him with the duty to subdue and have dominion over it. However, this was not a blank 
ticket for man to do anything he wants." 

Concludes Bruce: "The free enterprise system best answers the role of stewardship with 
accountability to God in responsible and fruitful ecology management." (1429 N. Holyoke, 
Wichita, Kansas 67208, $20) 

The Gay Thing 

Make no mistake, "family values" are under attack as never before. Public Affairs 
Report, a publication of the University of California at Berkeley, reports: 

More than 300 of America's most accomplished mainstream journalists, who also happen 

to be gay, gathered in San Francisco on the weekend of June 25-28 for the first 

national conference of the National Lesbian and Gay Journalists Association. 

The homosexuals are coming out of the closet as a media interest group; and they intend 
to alter America. Public Affairs Report notes, "The readiness of gay journalists to incorporate 
into their personal and professional agendas the notion of fairness and justice for sexual 
minorities in the nations media follows by many years a similar emergence by ethnic minorities." 
(University of California, Institute of Governmental Studies, 109 Moses Hall, University of 
California, Berkeley, California 94720) 

Spiritual State 

The Summer 1992 issue of Christian Perspectives, a journal of free enterprise from 
Liberty University, contains a spiritual state of the union address by Pastor James Kennedy of 
Coral Ridge Presbyterian Church, Fort Lauderdale, Florida. Though we have witnessed the 
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bankruptcy of socialism worldwide, says Kennedy, "we have given up the free enterprise 
economy the Founders of this nation gave us. We have followed the socialists, albeit a number of 
paces behind them, down that disastrous road." 

Says Kennedy: "I have no objection whatsoever to any group of people anywhere here in 
the world wanting to get together and voluntarily practicing some sort of communal living .... It 
is the coercive aspect of socialism that is so devastating." (Contemporary Economics and 
Business Association, Box 11471, Lynchburg, VA 24506, $5) 

-- JAMES L. SAUER 


LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC In the Words of 
Two Presidents 

Abraham Lincoln: His Speeches and Writings, edited by Roy P. Basler, New York: Da 
Capo Press, 843 pages, paperback. 

The Rise and Fall of the Confederate Government, by Jefferson Davis, New York: Da 
Capo Press, Vol. I, 604 pages, Vol. II, 662 pages, paperback. 

Questions about the American Civil War are older than the war itself. They go back 
beyond that fateful moment when old Edmund Ruffin, "the Father of Virginia Secession," was 
allowed the singular honor of firing a cannon aimed at the ramparts of Fort Sumter, the first shot 
in what would prove to be the most bloody and tragic of American wars. There are countless 
unresolved questions, but among the salient ones are these: Was the driving issue one of slavery 
or the rights of sovereign states? Was the war the fault of the Unionists, the Confederates, or 
both? Did the victory of the Union mark the beginning of the decline of genuine republican 
government, or did it signify a "new birth of freedom"? Would a Southern victory have changed 
history for better or for worse? Explicit solutions to all of these outstanding questions are not 
found in the two books we are considering in this review. And yet, many of the answers are there 
for those of a thoughtful and persistent nature. 

Each of these books is quite different from the other. One gives voice to the outlook of 
the South, the other to that of the North. Each has been out of print for varying lengths of time 
and now, happily, both reappear in an attractive, paperback format. 

The Lincoln Enigma 

Abraham Lincoln: His Speeches and Writings was first published in 1946 and is one of 
many similar collections that have appeared over the years. The book is slightly disfigured by the 
unfortunate inclusion of a (mercifully short) preface by the late leftist writer, Carl Sandburg. 
Apart from these few pages, an introduction, and some explanatory notes by the editor, the entire 
text is comprised of speeches, addresses, and letters by Lincoln. These documents span the 
period beginning in the early 1830s, when Lincoln launched his political career, to a few days 
before the 16th President's untimely death. 

Many scholars find Abraham Lincoln something of an enigma. On the one side, we know 
that history presents him as a truly great man and a U.S. President of uncommon wisdom and 
unshakable moral strength. Reading this book, one cannot help but note that Lincoln was 
unquestionably a highly gifted man, unique in many respects. His writings are filled with 
examples of the folksiness and the homespun touch that he so diligently cultivated and which 
some of his opponents mistook for simple-mindedness, usually to their regret. One of the 
shrewdest politicians of his day, he was anything but simple. Lincoln's speeches are well-crafted 
specimens of the art of public oratory as it was practiced in the 19th century. They reflect the 
mind of a man who was deeply committed to the cause of national unity and who never tired of. 
warning that if that cause were to fail, the beacon of freedom might possibly be extinguished. 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


On the other side, it has sometimes been noted that in his writing and speaking, Lincoln 
was frequently inclined towards the use of the son of nebulous themes and terminology (e.g., 
"democracy" and "equality") that became popular in the following century. In this respect, it may 
be said that Lincoln resembles more closely the American Presidents who came after him, and 
much less those who preceded him. What is clear from the material presented here is that the 
Lincoln presidency represented a great watershed for our country and that nothing was ever quite 
the same after that presidency. 

"The case for pessimism has been easy to make since Lincoln and mandatory since 
Franklin Roosevelt," wrote Llewellyn Rockwell of the Ludwig von Mises Institute recently. 
While this may, as I have suggested, be true, we must be cautious not to lay the responsibility for 
subsequent events wholly at Lincoln's doorstep. There is reason to hope that, had he not been cut 
down by an assassin's bullet, Lincoln would have risked his political career to heal the wounds of 
sectional division among Americans and that he would have striven to defeat the most odious 
aspects of the hated Reconstruction. In his famous Second Inaugural Address in particular, 
published in full in this volume, he promises "malice towards none ... charity for all." Whether or 
not he could finally have prevailed in the fetid climate of fanaticism and hysteria of 1865 we will 
never know. From his statements, however, we may assume that he would have straggled against 
the radical elements in his own cabinet and party. 

Before the War, the individual states were considered sovereign, and possessed all the 
powers of government except those specifically delegated to the federal authorities by the 
Constitution. Men were deemed citizens of their respective states first. That is why leaders like 
Robert E. Lee, though they opposed or were pained by the secession movement and felt great 
affection for the country as a whole, felt a higher obligation to, and love for, their native states; 
that is what impelled them to serve the newly-formed Confederacy. It is difficult for us to 
comprehend such feelings today since, after 1865, the United States began the drift toward a 
more unitary style of government in which local governing institutions were increasingly subject 
to federal control. 

Lincoln apparently was not a strong supporter of the idea of state sovereignty, at least by 
the time he became President. His opinion on this subject we may read for ourselves in a speech 
he delivered at Indianapolis, Indiana on February 11, 1861, and in his message to Congress of 
July 4, 1861, both also published in full in the present volume. Lincoln argued that since states 
did not have sovereignty prior to American independence, they have never possessed it. States, 
Lincoln said, are merely "districts of country" that, because they are inferior in size to the entire 
nation, must consequently be inferior in their rights vis-a-vis the national government. It would 
almost seem that Lincoln is arguing that the nation was not created from several states, but rather 
the reverse. Then again, both of these speeches were made during the gravest crisis in American 
history. Perhaps we should consider this context and see the U.S. President's extreme exaltation 
of the rights of the federal government as mere wartime hyperbole. 

Southern Views 

Lincoln's nemesis in the War Between the States was Jefferson Davis, former senator 
from Mississippi, former Secretary of War during the Pierce Administration, and the only 
President of the Confederate States of America. His book on the Confederacy has become 
something of a Civil War classic. In studying the Confederate President, one is immediately 
struck by the fact that a man more fundamentally different from Lincoln cannot be imagined. In 
contrast to Lincoln's genial, backwoods mannerisms, Davis was stern, formal, educated, and 
aristocratic. Lincoln was at his best in the rough-and-tumble of the political fray. Davis was staid 
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and dignified, the very picture of polished Southern gentility and conservatism. Lincoln, in his 
public addresses, was not above appealing to the emotions of his listeners. Davis was dry and 
logical, placing great stock in the letter of the law. All of these qualities of character are evident 
in the book which occupied so much of his time after the war, The Rise and Fall of the 
Confederate Government. Originally published in 1881, this book, a massive, two-volume tome 
of over 1,200 pages, is a meticulously composed apologia for the Confederacy and for Davis's 
conduct of the war. 

Volume I covers the period just before hostilities commenced, during which the North 
and South grew ever farther apart in their respective ways of life and views of the world. It 
continues through the early war years. Davis points out that at the time of the ratification of the 
U.S. Constitution "the peculiar institution" of slavery existed throughout the Union, not just in 
the South. The importation of slaves, he states, had been carried out for decades by Northern 
merchants without the least protest from the Northern states. The only reason that the North 
discontinued slavery, while it continued in the agrarian South, was, according to Davis, because 
it had ceased to be profitable there. But slavery was not at all the primary issue, though it was 
used by the politicians of the North and their publicists to support a moralistic crusade against 
the South. 

The real issues in the Civil War were rooted in the alarming direction taken by the 
government of the United States: the domination of one section of the country by another and 
threats against stability and order in the South, and, above all, the rights of the individual states. 
In President Davis's opinion, the South was always strict in its interpretation of the Constitution 
and its adherence to the concepts set down by the framers of that document. The industrialized 
North, meanwhile, went down a different path which, in Southern eyes, threatened the liberty for 
which so many had suffered, sacrificed, and died. 

In Volume II Davis centers on the latter part of the war itself, on the failing struggle for 
Southern independence, and on the collapse of the Confederacy. 

State Sovereignty 

On the matter of secession, Davis is clear in stating his opinion that the U.S. Constitution 
is a sacred compact among sovereign states which, if abrogated by either party, may be 
dissolved. He argues this point through many chapters. Students of constitutional law and history 
will find the text powerfully thought-provoking and stimulating. 

As additional support for his arguments, Davis includes the full texts of the Constitutions 
of the United States and the Confederate States in parallel columns. While the Confederacy 
adopted the text of the United States Constitution for the most part, several minor changes were 
introduced in an attempt by the Confederate framers to improve the document. It is perhaps 
instructive to list a few of these changes: a form of the "line-item veto" is built into the 
Confederate Constitution; the President is limited to one term of six years; members of the 
Confederate cabinet are provided regular seats in the House of Representatives and given the 
right to participate in debates and answer questions (though not cast votes); new laws proposed 
in Congress are required to relate to one subject only, which must be clearly expressed in the 
title; the Bill of Rights, without alteration, is integrated directly into the main body of the 
Constitution. 

Most informed Americans feel strongly about the War Between the States and the men 
who led North and South. These beliefs may spring from one's family history, place of birth, or 
from years of study. Whatever these opinions may be, the reading of the words of the two 
wartime Presidents summons us to remember the 610,000 brave Americans on both sides who 
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gave their lives for the preservation of freedom. 
-- FR. JAMES THORNTON 


CORRECTION, PLEASE! 


Perot's Decision 

ITEM: On Monday, September 28th, Ross Perot set a Thursday deadline to decide whether or 
not he would enter the presidential race. The Associated Press article covering this story quoted 
Perot as telling reporters: "I will never be able to get it over to you characters that this decision 
will be made by millions of Americans. They are going to decide what we are going to do." 

CORRECTION: Millions of Americans did not decide what Perot was going to do when he 
abruptly announced on July 16th that he would not become a candidate for President. And unless 
Perot has some way of hearing from that number of Americans between September 28th (the 
date these words are being written) and October Ist, millions will not make this decision either. 

From the beginning, of course, Perot has characterized his non-campaign for the 
presidency and his United We Stand, America organization as a spontaneous, grass-roots 
movement that was instigated from the bottom up rather than from the top down. But this image 
does not square with reality. According to Congressional Quarterly, the 64 United We Stand, 
America offices around the country each receive $7,500 a month from Perot. CQ also reported 
that Perot has spent an estimated $18 million in order to qualify for ballot position in all 50 states 
and the District of Columbia. 

Franklin D. Roosevelt once observed, "Nothing just happens in politics. If something 
happens you can be sure it was planned that way." Yes, and the Perot phenomenon is no 
exception to this general rule. 

The Terrorist ANC 

ITEM: A September 15th Boston Globe editorial about the African National Congress carried 
the title, "The ANC's Thirst for Peace." 

CORRECTION: Thirst for peace? Never mind that as recently as 1988, the U.S. government 
listed the ANC as a terrorist organization in a publication entitled Terrorist Group Profiles. That 
publication described the ANC's record of violence as follows: "The ANC's bombing attacks 
intensified in 1980, beginning with the bombing of the South African Coal, Gas, and Oil 
Conversion Corporation (SASOL). In 1983, ANC operations -- which heretofore had sought to 
avoid civilian casualties -- abruptly changed. Attacks became more indiscriminate, resulting in 
both black and white civilian victims." 

Although the major media would have us believe that ANC violence is a thing of the 
past, this is not the case. A five-man delegation from the International Commission of Jurists 
acknowledged in a Johannesburg news conference on March 28th of this year that "the amount 
of violence caused by the ANC has increased since we were here" in 1991. 

Kissinger Testimony 

ITEM: As reported by the September 23rd New York Times, "Former Secretary of State 
Henry A. Kissinger said [September 22nd] that top officials of the Nixon Administration did not 
knowingly leave American prisoners of war behind in Vietnam and Laos when United States 
troops were withdrawn from Vietnam in 1973." 

CORRECTION: Kissinger's contention that no POWs were knowingly abandoned, which was 
made before the Senate Select Committee on MIA-POW Affairs, conflicts with other sources. 
According to An Examination of U.S. Policy Toward POW/MIAs, released by the Minority 
Staff of the U.S. Senate Committee on Foreign Relations on May 23, 1991, "... news reports and 
other documentation stated that the United States Government knowingly left men -- perhaps 
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thousands of men -- in the captivity of Communist forces in Southeast Asia." 

Russian "Freedom" 

ITEM: Jn his September 21st address to the United Nations General Assembly, President 
George Bush exclaimed, "And today, Russia has awakened -- democratic, independent and 
free. And the Baltic States are free; and so, too, are Ukraine and Armenia and Belarus, and 
Kazakhstan and the other independent states joining the nations of Central and Eastern Europe 
in freedom." 

CORRECTION: Most parts of the former Soviet Union are under the control of unrepentant 
"former" communists who still cling to totalitarian socialism. Interestingly, the Moscow-based 
Express-Chronicle for August 12-18, 1992 carried an article attesting to this fact under the title, 
"The Empire Fell, But Its Work Is Carried On." Written by Alexander Podrabinek, the article 
stated: 

The agents of empire continue to do their business, although on a smaller scale than 

before. They control the situation in most of the regions of the disintegrated 

Soviet Union, and continue to build and expand their little empires. 

Along the way, they plan both sides of the propaganda game attributing 

the helplessness and political miscalculations to imaginary flaws in the 

democratic system while earnestly and tirelessly insisting on their devotion to it. 

It is, of course, true that the Russian people have been allowed a greater measure of 
freedom than at any time since 1917. Yet, so long as power remains concentrated in the hands of 
the State, the State can withdraw whatever freedoms it grants whenever it chooses to do so. 

As for the freedom of the Baltic states, it is hard to imagine how such a condition can 
co-exist with a Russian occupation army of over 100,000 troops. 

UN "Peacekeeping" 

ITEM: In the same speech cited above, President Bush also stated, "The United Nations has a 
long and distinguished record of peacekeeping .... " 

CORRECTION: The UN's record of peacekeeping is drenched in blood. In the early 1960s, 
during the UN war against the anti-communist province of Katanga in the Congo, UN 
"peacekeeping" forces bombed hospitals, destroyed churches, and slaughtered women and 
children. So horrendous were these atrocities that the 46 civilian doctors of the Katanga capital 
of Elizabethville, by unanimous action, sent a telegram to world leaders imploring them "to stop 
the terrorist bombardment of hospitals and civilian populations by U.N.O. [United Nations 
Organization]." 

-- GARY BENOIT 


DID YOU KNOW? 


¢ New York Times Dress Code. Pat Buchanan hilariously referred to liberals masquerading as 
moderates at the Democratic National Convention last July as "the greatest single exhibition of 
cross-dressing in American political history." Much of the mass media immediately condemned 
Buchanan's message, saying that it represented a hate message against homosexuals. 

What ensued was a virtual contest among much of the mass media to see who could 
outdo the rest by putting the worst possible spin on Buchanan's convention speech. By 
two-and-a-half weeks after the convention, the contest was getting ridiculous, with the New York 
Times declaring that the remark was "a thoughtless and reckless swipe at the largest group of 
cross-dressers in the United States: women." 

No, the Times did not poll male and female readers of The Advocate, the homosexual 
magazine, to determine their dressing habits. This Establishment organ simply announced that, 
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since all women who wear pants are cross-dressers, Buchanan's remark was a swipe at all 
women who wear pants. 

¢ Harvest Time for Pork. The fiscal 1993 Agricultural Appropriations bill passed by the U.S. 
House of Representatives last summer earmarks $73.4 million for 133 special research projects. 
According to Congressional Quarterly, most of these projects amount to pork barrel spending. 

Examples include: $5 million for killer bee research in Texas; $75,000 to Prairie View 
A&M University in Texas to find out how to provide pregnant dairy goats enough protein; 
$75,000 for grasshopper control in North Dakota; $200,000 to get rid of broom snakeweed in 
New Mexico; $185,000 for blueberry research in Maine; $94,000 for asparagus research in 
Michigan; $950,000 to research new uses for wood in Maine; and $85,000 for hazelnut research 
in Oregon. 

¢ Tell Us Something We Don't Know. The Russian government finally admitted on 
September 14th that it has long been in violation of the Biological Toxins Convention of 1972, a 
fact the U.S government has known for nearly a decade. As late as August 31st, the Russian 
Defense Minister had called reports of Soviet production of offensive biological weapons 
"absolute lies." Because of the Yeltsin government's recent admission of the obvious, the 
September 15th Washington Times reported that U.S. officials are now "convinced that 
President Yeltsin and his government are sincere in their commitment to full compliance of the 
Biological Weapons Convention." 

¢ Do They Know Something We Don't? Most Americans think Russia has been freed from 
communism, but that is not what a majority of Russians believe, according to an opinion poll 
published by Moscow News on September 6th-13th. When asked, "Who do you believe has the 
real power in Russia?" fully 50 percent said they believe that the same old communists still hold 
the real power. Another 36 percent responded that it is "hard to say" who holds the real power. 
Only 14 percent of those answering the poll believed that the real power has been transferred to 
either new democrats or nationalists. 

¢ New Arrival: 12 lbs., 4 oz. The new arrival on America's trade scene is the North American 
Free Trade Agreement, weighing in at a hefty 12 lbs., 4 oz. and measuring over 1,700 pages 
long. The treaty itself is only 741 pages, but there are an additional 348 pages of annexes and 
619 pages of footnotes and amplifications. 

This mammoth document outlines the proposed creation of a regional government, to be 
known as the Free Trade Commission, that would supervise implementation of the treaty, 
"oversee its further elaboration," resolve treaty disputes between the U.S. and other nations, and 
-- perhaps the most ominous power -- "consider any other matter that may effect the operation of 
this agreement." 

Since the treaty delineates policy on virtually every industrial, agricultural, 
environmental, and labor policy, there isn't much that the commission would not be authorized to 
consider. And the new Free Trade Commission would have plenty of places to hide 
internationalist busybodies, since the new bureaucracy it will supervise -- the "Secretariat" -- 
would contain at least eight permanent committees, four subcommittees, and six "working 
groups." 

¢ Name That Liberal. Guess the name of the following person: This individual has long 
advocated the legalization of marijuana; approved of the Panama Canal giveaway; said he would 
probably join the communist-dominated African National Congress if he were a black South 
African; has repeatedly called for national service for youth; smeared Pat Buchanan by charging 
he committed acts of "anti-Semitism"; pushed for foreign aid giveaways to Russia; favors 
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legalized prostitution; supports adoption of the Brady Bill gun control measure; and has endorsed 
"gay rights" legislation. 

Did you guess Norman Lear? Playboy publisher Hugh Hefner? Jesse Jackson? Our 
mystery person is actually William F. Buckley, Jr., the mass media's designated "leader" of the 
conservative movement. 

An old saying relates that if you acquire a reputation for showing up at work early, you 
can get away with arriving as late as you want. The same adage apparently works in politics: If 
you have a reputation for conservatism, you can get away with being as liberal as you want. 

-- THOMAS R. EDDLEM 


PROFILE An Ally of Big 
Government 

The Senate race between five-term California Congresswoman Barbara Boxer and Los 
Angeles television commentator Bruce Herschensohn is one of the year's most important and 
ideologically clear-cut contests. Republican Herschensohn, a longtime conservative activist, is 
committed to reducing federal spending, scrapping the job-destroying Environmental Protection 
Agency, opposing taxpayer-funded abortions, and maintaining a strong national defense. 
Democrat Boxer's voting record sharply conflicts with such goals and places her on the 
ultra-liberal side of the political spectrum. 

Barbara Boxer was born on November 11, 1940 in Brooklyn. She graduated from 
Brooklyn College in 1962, after which she worked as a stockbroker. In the early 1970s, she 
served as a district aide to Representative John Burton (D-CA), and in 1976 was elected as an 
environmentalist to the Marin County Board of Supervisors, where during one six-month period 
she supported two separate county-wide gasoline tax increases. When Representative Burton 
(whose career rating on THE NEW AMERICAN'S "Conservative Index" was an anemic 9 
percent) retired in 1982, Ms. Boxer ran for the vacant seat, asserting that she wanted "to be a 
member of Congress in the tradition of John Burton." She has outdone herself in that regard, 
compiling a career "Conservative Index" average of 5 percent. 

The nonpartisan National Taxpayers Union Foundation recently identified Barbara Boxer 
as one of the 16 most lavish would-be spenders in the 435-member House. According to the 
foundation, if the bills she has sponsored or co-sponsored during the current Congress (through 
July 1992) were actually to become law, the cost to taxpayers would total $335.7 billion. Her 
proposals call for hundreds of dollars in new spending for every dollar of spending cuts. 

At the personal level, her fiscal responsibility was called into question when it was 
revealed that she had "bounced" 143 checks, totaling $41,000, at the scandal-ridden House Bank. 
Then, as reported by the San Diego Union on May 11, 1992, she "compounded the issue by 
holding until the last minute against full disclosure of the bank records." 

In early 1989, when Congress was on the verge of accepting a huge 50 percent pay raise 
under a maneuver that would have avoided a vote on the issue until it was too late, the public 
outcry forced then-House Speaker Jim Wright (D-TX) to reluctantly schedule a vote before the 
effective date of the raise. During the debate, she denounced those who opposed the pay raise, 
claiming that they were hypocrites. But the next day, rather than risk further political fallout, she 
voted contrary to her true convictions by opposing the raise. Later in the year, when the 
controversy had died down, she voted for the legislation which gave her and her congressional 
colleagues a pay raise of nearly 40 percent. 

Other Issues 
A sampling of Representative Boxer's record shows her to be an ally of big government. 
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Environment: Representative Boxer backed Proposition 128, the 1990 "Big Green" 
initiative that, in the name of environmental protection, would have raised California taxes by 
billions of dollars while devastating key job-providing industries such as agriculture and energy. 
Californians rejected the extremist measure by a lopsided vote of 63 percent to 37 percent. 

Representative Boxer has also backed the major environmental measures (Clean Air Act, 
Clean Water Act, Endangered Species Act, etc.) that have destroyed jobs, run up the federal 
deficit, eroded private property rights, and greatly expanded the reach and power of government 
in the lives of Americans. On December 17, 1987, the House considered an amendment to allow 
the Secretary of the Interior to take into account the health and safety of human beings when 
deciding whether or not to proceed with federal projects that affect endangered species and their 
habitats, The amendment's sponsor, Representative Ron Packard (R-CA), noted during the 
debate that in his district (the 43rd), 18 people had died on a dangerous stretch of highway in the 
last three years because the state was not allowed to build a bypass due to federal concern for the 
plight of some endangered birds in the area. Representative Boxer helped to kill the Packard 
amendment. 

Taxes: On September 25, 1986, Representative Boxer voted for the final version of what 
was supposed to be a "simplified" and "fair" tax reform package. The new code turned out to be 
so complex and unfair that even many professional accountants were unable to accurately 
prepare returns. Ms. Boxer also backed the 1990 "backroom budget" agreement that eviscerated 
the Gramm-Rudman balanced-budget law and spawned a $25 billion tax hike in one year. 

Health Catastrophe: On June 2, 1988, Representative Boxer voted for the Medicare 
Catastrophic Care Act which subsequently sparked such an outcry from the elderly that it was 
scrapped entirely by the end of 1989. The short-lived program was funded by a premium paid by 
all beneficiaries ($48 per person in 1989), with a surtax on high-income recipients ranging from 
$22.50 to $800 annually. One point of controversy was the extent to which the act duplicated 
coverage that many senior citizens were already receiving through private supplemental 
"Medi-Gap" insurance. On November 19, 1989, Representative Boxer voted to terminate the 
controversial program she had helped launch. 

Foreign Aid: Foreign aid expenditures over the years have won us few friends, but have 
helped to prop up regimes unfriendly to the U.S., strengthen foreign competition to 
American-made products, and swell the national debt. Representative Boxer has regularly voted 
to run up the foreign aid tab, as on November 14, 1989, when she voted to up the ante by another 
$14.6 billion during fiscal 1990. This year, she voted on June 25th for $13.76 billion in new 
budget authority for foreign military and economic assistance and export financing during fiscal 
1993. 

Gun Control: During her first congressional campaign in 1982, Representative Boxer 
backed California's Proposition 15 (which was defeated), which would have required the 
registration of handguns, barred their sale through the mails, imposed a six-month jail sentence 
on anyone found carrying an unregistered handgun, and restricted the sale of handguns to all but 
law enforcement personnel. 

In Congress, she has promoted numerous gun control bills that would regulate or prohibit 
sundry firearms. For instance, on April 10, 1986, she voted against legislation (which 
nevertheless passed by more than 2-to-1) to revise many of the excesses of the 1968 Gun Control 
Act, such as easing record-keeping requirements for firearms transactions. And on May 8, 1991, 
she voted for the so-called Brady bill, to impose a seven-day waiting period prior to purchasing a 
handgun. 
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Illegal Immigration: California recently suffered a budget crisis which for many weeks 
had the state government issuing IOU's to its employees. It was the result of an unprecedented 
$11 billion deficit brought about, in part, by the massive government benefits paid to illegal 
aliens. California receives more legal and illegal aliens each year than does any other state. By 
next year, 25 percent of the state's welfare case load is projected to consist of children born to 
illegal-alien parents. The most controversial provision of the Immigration Reform and Control 
Act passed by Congress in 1986 offered amnesty to millions of illegal aliens who had shown 
contempt for our nation's laws and boundaries. Although Representative Boxer voted against the 
final version of this legislation, she had voted for an earlier version. On October 9, 1986, she 
opposed an amendment which would have removed the controversial amnesty provision from the 
bill. And on April 21, 1988, she voted to extend the amnesty program (which did not, as its 
backers assured, stop the influx of illegals) by an additional six months. 

Taxpayer-funded "Art": Representative Boxer has also voted to fund the National 
Endowment for the Arts, the constitutionally questionable agency that has given grants for 
pornography and obscenity too graphic and gross to describe here. On October 11, 1990, she 
opposed an amendment (sponsored by another member of the California delegation) to prohibit 
the NEA from funding (among other things) child pornography, obscenity, or material already 
banned from broadcast under FCC definitions of indecency. The amendment would also have 
prohibited the federal funding of works denigrating the beliefs or objects of a religion, and works 
denigrating an individual on the basis of race, sex, handicap, or national origin. The issue was 
not censorship, but merely whether tax dollars should be used to fund "art" that many taxpayers 
would find outrageously offensive. And on October 16, 1991, Representative Boxer also voted to 
kill a proposal (sponsored by yet another member of the California delegation) to prohibit the 
National Endowment for the Arts from funding projects that depict or describe, in a patently 
offensive way, sexual or excretory activities or organs. 

Jobs: On April 12, 1983, Ms. Boxer helped to defeat an amendment to a California 
wilderness bill to permit the Secretary of Agriculture, under certain circumstances, to waive 
those provisions of the bill that could be shown to increase unemployment. The issue was 
whether or not jobs for unemployed Americans should take precedence over the total freeze of 
the designated wilderness area. Boxer opted for the freeze. 

Homosexual "Rights": Ms. Boxer has been in the forefront of the crusade for 
homosexual and lesbian "rights," in keeping with her 1982 campaign claim that "San Francisco 
is a special place. A place where lesbians and gay men have come to live with respect and 
freedom. Because of that, our representative in Congress has a special responsibility to be in the 
forefront of gay issues -- strongly, proudly, uniquely." 

Abortion: Representative Boxer is a resolute advocate of abortion "rights." She opposes 
any restrictive state or federal laws on the subject. She supports taxpayer-funded abortions. On 
May 12th of this year, she voted to allow the Legal Services Corporation, which was supposedly 
established to provide legal help to the poor in civil cases, to engage in pro-abortion litigation 
and lobbying. And on June 24th, she voted to lift the ban on fetal-tissue transplant research using 
fetal tissue obtained from induced abortions. 

The Judiciary: As a senator, Ms. Boxer would participate in the confirmation or 
rejection of nominees to the federal bench, including the Supreme Court. It is therefore pertinent 
to recall her strong support for controversial California Supreme Court Chief Justice Rose 
Elizabeth Bird. Justice Bird had no judicial experience prior to her appointment to the court in 
1977 by then-Governor Edmund G. ("Jerry") Brown, Jr. 
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By 1986, the court under her leadership had overturned all but a handful of more than 60 
death-penalty cases. In one instance, such leniency was granted to a man who had confessed to 
torturing, raping, and strangling a two-year-old girl, and committing some 150 previous acts of 
child molestation. Outraged by such cases, the voters in November 1986 rose up and booted Bird 
(and two of her like-minded colleagues) off the court, the first time ever that a California chief 
justice had been ousted by the citizenry. Ms. Boxer was one of four California Democrats to 
support Justice Bird at a Washington, DC fund-raiser. 

* * * 


According to the Almanac of American Politics, Representative Barbara Boxer's 
"views, like her Marin constituents' votes, don't currently appear to be in sync with the way the 
world is working." On November 3rd, we will find out if a statewide majority of California 
voters agree. 

-- ROBERT W. LEE 


PUBLISHER'S PAGE Commission Urges 
Change 


John F. McManus 


On July 22nd, at a well-attended Washington press conference, leaders of the Carnegie 
Endowment National Commission unveiled their blueprint for U.S. foreign policy in the 1990s 
and into the next century. A group of 21 Americans worked for six months on the project under 
commission chairman Winston Lord, the former president of the Council on Foreign Relations. 
The names of all but three of the 21 are listed as members of the CFR. 

It will come as no surprise, therefore, to learn that Changing Our Ways, the name chosen 
for the 90 pages of recommendations, calls for our nation to further entangle itself in 
internationalism, add more tax burdens on the people, and increase foreign aid. These are the 
frequently stated policies of CFR moguls whose commitment to create a world government 
shows up in virtually everything they touch. 

Internationalist Flavor 

According to Changing Our Ways, America "must not retreat into neo-isolationism or 
protectionism," but must instead become a new kind of leader that "mobilizes collective action." 
That's an endorsement of Mr. Bush's Persian Gulf campaign in which he thumbed his nose at the 
U.S. Constitution. Recall that the American people got the bill, while the United Nations got its 
biggest boost in decades. 

Our nation must "reduce our defense spending" but we must also "strengthen the 
peacekeeping capacities of the United Nations and regional organizations." Moreover, "the 
United States should fund its U.N. peacekeeping obligations from the Defense Department 
budget -- not the State Department budget." These recommendations are very much in tune with 
parallel plans to deliver all of our nation's military forces to the United Nations. 

If repeating a Persian Gulf-style operation with American forces can't be arranged, Lord 
and his cronies would be happy to have the U.S. "strengthen the U.N.'s ability to use force" and 
to work toward "concluding the standby force agreements required by Article 43 of the U.N. 
Charter." Article 43 authorizes the world body to assemble a permanent military force from 
various UN-member nations. Like President Bush, the Carnegie commissioners contend that the 
UN "has begun to fulfill the vision of its founders." Also like Mr. Bush, they omitted naming the 
communists, socialists, one-worlders, internationalists, and harebrained idealists who actually 
were the UN's founders. 
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Though they didn't say so explicitly, these world government promoters want an 
unchallengeable world police force under UN control. They did say explicitly that "the U.N. 
must be prepared, in the end, to use force" if diplomacy doesn't work. Fellow champions of the 
UN have already begun defining supposed environmental threats as breaches of peace and have 
most assuredly identified the United States as the worst offender. If the members of this panel 
have their way, UN environmental police will swarm all over this land rearranging the lives of 
the American people in the interest of "peace." 

Changing Our Ways advocates taxing Americans an additional one dollar per gallon for 
"gasoline and other petroleum products." The document also calls for more taxes on automobiles 
and added regulations to reduce automobile use. It supports additional levies on the American 
people for increases in foreign aid and for boosting America's funding for world population 
control programs. 

If these CFR veterans have their way, there will be "swift ratification of the global 
warming treaty" and work toward "protocols ... for the management of greenhouse gases." The 
document supports the biodiversity treaty, the Montreal Protocol on ozone depletion, and 
numerous other regulations addressing environmental problems that either don't exist or are 
greatly exaggerated. The potential for total government control in the name of protecting the 
environment jumps out of these pages as it has jumped out of many others. 

Lord and his panelists expressed strong support for the North American Free Trade 
Agreement, claiming it would "generate many more American jobs through additional exports 
than would be lost to additional imports." That bit of unsubstantiated guesswork was too much 
even for panelist Thomas Donahue, Secretary-Treasurer of the AFL-CIO. He added the 
following disclaimer to the document: 

This section paints an idealized version of a non-existent free trade world, exaggerates 

our economy's dependence on expanding exports, pretends that [other] 

negotiations will add many more jobs than will be lost, and notes that a 

hemispheric free trade zone seems appealing. 

Creating "Consensus" 

Members of the panel included Carnegie Endowment president Morton Abramowitz, 
former State Department official Richard Holbrooke, U.S. News & World Report editor David 
Gergen, World Resources Institute vice president Jessica Tuchman Mathews, former Secretary 
of Defense Frank Carlucci, and former San Antonio mayor Henry Cisneros. Also listed is 
another former State Department official named Richard N. Gardner, who in 1974 used the pages 
of the CFR journal Foreign Affairs to call for "an end run around national sovereignty, eroding 
it piece by piece." 

"America cannot sustain an effective foreign policy," the report claims, "unless the 
American people are confident that our efforts abroad serve our interests at home. This must be 
the bedrock of any new consensus." The leadership of former CFR president Winston Lord, the 
heavy presence of other CFR members, and the support for these new world order 
recommendations by CFR-led organs of the media lead us to believe that the American people 
are about to be blitzed with propaganda supporting all of the Carnegie Commission's 
recommendations. 

If Americans can be filled in on the details of this plan before it becomes law, the whole 
subversive scheme can be blocked. 
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